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Comment Letter I001 (Julie Ledbetter, April 12, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I001 (Julie Ledbetter, April 12, 2010) 

I001-1 

See Standard Responses 3 and 5. 

I001-2 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I001-3 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I002 (Louise Bonomo, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I002 (Louise Bonomo, April 26, 2010) 

I002-1 
See Response to Comment 1017-4.   

I002-2 
The potential noise and vibration effects of the HST operations will 
be estimated and assessed using the Federal Railroad Administration 
(FRA) guidance contained in their “High-Speed Ground 
Transportation Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Report” 
October 2005.  The project-level noise analysis will include  impacts 
at sensitive receivers, such as residences, schools, parks, and similar 
facilities located along each of the HST project sections.  See 
Standard Response 5.   

I002-3 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority has received a number of 
comments expressing concern over the impacts of the HST being 
placed an elevated structure.  The Authority is evaluating multiple 
profile alternatives at the project level including at-grade and below 
grade alternatives (trench and tunnel) in addition to an aerial profile. 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  In addition, construction of 
grade separations where none previously existing would improve 
circulation between neighborhood areas. 

I002-4 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 

engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, traffic, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part 
of project-level EIR/EIS. 

Removal of eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the 
Caltrain corridor will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational 
and construction impacts including those related to the removal of 
eucalyptus trees along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part 
of project-level EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts 
will be further examined in detail at the project level because they 
are a product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 
identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level. 

I002-5 
The commenter states that the HST should be put alongside major 
freeways.  The Authority looked at alternatives alongside  
transportation facilities including highways, roads, and railroads to 
minimize potential impacts as part of the program-level 
environmental documents.   See Figure 3-1 in the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material which shows the relationship to existing 
freeway, highway, and rail corridors.  See also Standard Response 
10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I003 (Carol and Tom Gillett, April 24, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I003 – Continued 
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Response to Letter I003 (Carol and Tom Gillett, April 24, 2010) 

I003-1 
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 2. 

I003-2 
See Response to Comment I002-2 regarding noise and vibration.    

I003-3 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I003-4 
We acknowledge the comment advocating selection of a tunnel 
profile.  The Authority is aware that litigation on a wide variety of 
issues is a risk with any major infrastructure project such as the 
high-speed train.  Please see also Standard Response 10 noting that 
below grade options will be investigated along the San Francisco to 
San Jose Corridor if that corridor is part of the selected network 
alternative. 

I003-5 
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  See Standard 
Responses 3 and 5. 

I003-6 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority has received a number of 
comments expressing concern over the impacts of the HST being 

placed an elevated structure.  The Authority is evaluating multiple 
profile alternatives at the project level including at-grade and below 
grade alternatives (trench and tunnel) in addition to an aerial profile.   

I003-7 
See Response to Comment I003-5 and Standard Response 6. 

I003-8 
Please see Standard Response 10, section regarding alignment 
profile alternatives.  

I003-9 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.   

I003-10 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be done as part of project level engineering and 
environmental analyses, if the Caltrain corridor is part of the network 
alternative ultimately selected by the Authority.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
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system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I003-11 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts.   

I003-12 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 

assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once suficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final EIR, construction 
of the HST may require the removal of vegetation and landscaping.  
Design practices and mitigation measures would lessen visual 
impacts by planting fast-growing trees and by seeding/landscaping 
areas disturbed by construction.  The Final Program EIR identified 
that the proposed project would result in significant and unavoidable 
visual impacts even with mitigation.  Specific locations and the scale 
of visual impacts will be further examined in detail at the project 
level because they are a product of the HST system design, and the 
detail necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level. 

I003-13 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
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existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I003-14 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts at the program 
level including temporary construction areas and removal of 
landscaping.  Specific locations of temporary construction areas and 
analysis, including a detailed evaluation of impacts, will be part of 
subsequent project-level EIR/EISs. 

I003-15 
Any impacts on traffic, circulation, transit, parking, pedestrian and 
bicycle facilities will be evaluated under the project-level traffic 
impact analysis study. Potential impacts on pedestrian and bicycle 
connections to and across HST facilities will be analyzed.  Detailed 
information and analysis of potential traffic impacts due to the 
proposed reduction in the number of lanes of Monterey Highway and 
feasible mitigation strategies will also be included in project-level 
EIR/EISs. 

I003-16 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 

eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I003-17 
An HST system Safety and Security Program Plan (SSPP) will be 
prepared at the project level to define safety and security goals and 
objectives.  A major component of this plan will be a Threat and 
Vulnerability Analysis (TVA).  This analysis will identify potential 
threats related to transit people and property and will provide 
guidance in implementing protective measures through incorporation 
of design features and operational tactics.  This process will be in 
compliance with the U.S. Department of Transportation and 
Department of Homeland Security guidelines.   

I003-18 
The visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR considered the 
visual impact in Burlingame and produced a photosimulation that 
was presented in Chapter 3.9, Aesthetics and Visual Resources, in 
the Final Program EIR. The simulation considered that the distance 
measured between the canopy of the trees lining the right-of-way in 
Burlingame is between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was compared 
to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, Woodside 
Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four tracks for 
Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section is about 
77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead to the 
determination at a program level that four tracks could be 
accommodated without removal of the existing trees. With the trees 
remaining, they would remain the dominant visual feature, making 
the visual impact of replacing the existing at-grade railway with HST 
and Caltrain on a retained embankment a low visual impact. 
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A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of eucalyptus 
trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor will be 
avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor can be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts can be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.   

I003-19 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 

detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I003-20 
See Response to Comment I003-4. 

I003-21 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  Also see Standard Response 3. 

I003-22 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I004 (Steven and Mary Lou Wald, April 10, 2010) 

  



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals 

 
  Page 16-12

 

Response to Letter I004 (Steven and Mary Lou Wald, April 10, 2010) 

I004-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

I004-2 
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  See Standard 
Responses 3 and 5.  

I004-3 
The revised project description between San Jose and Gilroy would 
not result in changes to the discussion of cultural resources beyond 
what was identified in the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
related to Keesling's shade trees.  The analysis for cultural resources 
is included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.12, 
Cultural Resources and Paleontological Resources.  More detailed 
information and analysis of potential impacts to the Burlingame train 
station will be included in project-level EIR/EISs. Under Section 106 
of the National Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR § 800), the 
procedures to be followed at the project level include identification of 
resources, evaluation of their significance under the National 

Register of Historic Places and CEQA, identification of any substantial 
adverse effects, and evaluation of potential mitigation measures.  
Specific resources within the Area of Potential Effects will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because the identification of 
potentially affected resources and project effects and mitigation are 
dependent on the HST location and system design, and can only be 
done at the project level.   

I004-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Public parks and recreation 
was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.16 of the 2008 
Final Program EIR.   The tennis courts at Washington park are 
currently over 150 feet east of the existing Caltrain right-of-way and 
are further seperated by Carolan Avenue.  More detailed analyses 
related to impacts on recreational resources during construction and 
operation will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS 
analysis, when more detailed design and location information will be 
available.  

I004-5 
See Standard Response 6. 

I004-6 
The Embarcadero Freeway was built using early 1950's design and 
construction methods. It was located along the waterfront, which at 
that time was an industrial area, the port and central produce 
market. The switch to containerized shipping in the 1960's lead to 
the shipping industry moving across the bay where extensive lands 
could be had to establish container shipping facilities. 
Redevelopment efforts by the City drew expansion of the Financial 
District to the Embarcadero by relocating the produce market out of 
downtown. Planning and economic conditions changed the 
environment around the Embarcadero Freeway and its removal and 
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replacement with a surface roadway happened after all the actions 
described above. It was placed in a location that was blighted and 
then actions by the city and global shipping economics worked to 
remove the blight.  

HST is being added to an existing railway corridor that has not 
blighted, nor retarded economic activity in its vicinity. It is the 
expansion of an existing use (the railway, which pre-dates the 
development of the city) that the City of Burlingame has grown 
around. The comparison to the Embarcadero Freeway is not 
applicable. 

I004-7 
Please see Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   

I004-8 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I004-9 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I005 (Dr. Macdonald Morris, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I005 (Dr. Macdonald Morris, April 26, 2010) 

I005-1 
The Authority disagrees.  The 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material is part of the Authority's first-
tier, programmatic CEQA compliance.  The level of detail in the 
impacts analysis is tailored to the level of detail of the decision under 
consideration.  See Standard Responses 2 and 3. 

I005-2 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Impacts to wildlife were considered in Chapter 
3.15 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR.  Concerns regarding 
potential for noise impacts from the HST system to disturb wildlife 
along an alignment are acknowledged.  More detailed analysis of 
potential noise impacts will be provided during project-level 
environmental review, when more detailed information will be 
available concerning system design and placement, and alignment 
variations will also be further considered.  Also see Standard 
Response 5. 

I005-3 
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  See Standard 
Responses 3 and 5. 

I005-4 
The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 in the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered the visual impact in Atherton and all along the peninsula. 
The program analysis of the visual impacts relied on measurements 
taken from aerial photos. It was determined that the existing right-
of-way through Atherton was the same width as the right-of-way 
just north of Atherton where there are currently four tracks. 
Observation from the right-of-way determined that most all mature 
trees, if not all, are outside the right-of-way. The Program EIR 

assumed a retained fill through Atherton, not an elevated structure, 
with the train passing over the cross streets on short bridges. The 
Final Program EIR assumed that Caltrain and HST would remain 
within the existing right-of-way, meaning that trees outside the 
right-of-way would not be removed, although some trimming could 
be required for vegetation intruding on the right-of-way. The trees 
along the right-of-way could work to screen the visual impact and 
noise from the project, including any potential soundwalls. 

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of eucalyptus 
trees and other mature trees will be avoided to the extent possible.  
Operational and construction impacts including those related to the 
removal of eucalyptus trees can be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts can be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. In addition, the project-level 
environmental analysis could determine which, if any, existing grade 
crossing would be closed. 

I005-5 
All HST tracks will be grade separated; therefore, the alignment itself 
will not lead to re-routing of traffic or waiting at signals, except in 
the construction phase and due to a few permanent road closures. 
The impacts due to traffic accessing HST stations will be analyzed 
and presented in project-level EIR/EIS. 

I005-6 
The revised project description between San Jose and Gilroy would 
not result in changes to the discussion of cultural resources beyond 
what was identified in the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
related to Keesling's shade trees.  The analysis for cultural resources 
is included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.12, 
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Cultural Resources and Paleontological Resources.  The Atherton 
Caltrain Shelter is not a designated state or federal historic, and new 
determinations of eligibility for sites/resources adjacent to or near 
alignments were not part of the scope of the program-level EIR. 
Under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR 
§ 800), the procedures to be followed at the project level include 
identification of resources, evaluation of their significance under the 
National Register of Historic Places and CEQA, identification of any 
substantial adverse effects, and evaluation of potential mitigation 
measures.  Specific resources within the Area of Potential Effects will 
be further examined in detail at the project level because the 
identification of potentially affected resources and project effects and 
mitigation are dependent on the HST location and system design, 
and can only be done at the project level. 

I005-7 
The HST project under consideration in the Program EIR includes 
grade separations to fully separate the HST from local automobile 
and pedestrian traffic, if the Caltrain corridor is included in the 
network alternative ultimately selected by the Authority.  The HST 
project is therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions 
in those areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail 
accidents due to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also 
includes a fully access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  
The access controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade 
separation, are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the 
current condition on the Caltrain corridor of easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks.   
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Comment Letter I006 (Jerry Carlson, April 25, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I006 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I006 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I006 (Jerry Carlson, April 25, 2010) 

I006-1 
Comment noted. 

I006-2 
The Authority disagrees with your statement. For more information 
on the funding plan, please see the Authority's Business Plan. 

I006-3 
State law created the California High-Speed Rail Authority with 
specified powers and duties relative to the development and 
implementation of a high-speed train system.   The Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission (MTC), Bay Area Rapid Transit District 
(BART), PCJPB (Caltrain), and the High Speed Rail Authority, along 
with a coalition of rail passenger and freight operators, prepared the 
San Francisco Bay Area Regional Rail Plan, which was adopted by 
the MTC in September 2007.  The Regional Rail Plan examines ways 
to incorporate passenger trains into existing rail systems, improve 
connections to other trains and transit, expand the regional rapid 
transit network, increase rail capacity, coordinate rail investment 
around transit-friendly communities and businesses, and identify 
functional and institutional consolidation opportunities.  The plan 
also includes a detailed analysis of potential high-speed rail routes 
between the Bay Area and the Central Valley consistent with the 
Authority’s environmental review of the proposed rail lines.  Overall, 
the plan looks at improvements and extensions of railroad, rapid 
transit, and high-speed rail services for the near term (5–10 years), 
intermediate term (10–25 years), and long term (beyond 25 years).  
The Regional Rail Plan is intended to create a rail network that 
addresses the anticipated growth in transportation demand and help 
deliver the long-range vision of rail for the Bay Area.   

Funding priorities established by state and local governments have 
and certainly will continue to influence the focus of and 
implementation of this regional rail plan into the future. 

See also Response to Comment L003-44. 

I006-4 
The commenter's summary of comment issues is noted. 

I006-5 
See Standard Response 1 regarding the purpose and scope of the 
2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  The commenter requests 
an extension of the 45-day comment period provided for this 
document.   Consistent with CEQA requirements, the Authority has 
provided a 45-day public comment period under CEQA, from March 
11, 2010, to April 26, 2010.  The Authority has not extended the 
comment period beyond April 26, 2010, however, the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material has been publicly available since March 4, 
2010, a week before the official 45-day public comment period 
commenced on March 11, 2010.  The document has therefore been 
available to the public for a total of 52 days. Two public meetings 
were held on April 7, 2010 in San Jose to receive comment on the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  In addition, public meetings 
were held throughout the study area on the 2007 Draft Program 
EIR.  On March 22, 2010, the Authority went beyond the 
requirements and made the Bay Area to Central Valley HST Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material References available through the 
Authority’s website. 

I006-6 
The comment states that the Court in the Town of Atherton case did 
not address the ridership model and suggests that this is due to the 
fact that the Court and the public had no information to indicate any 
problems with the model.   The comment has not accurately 
characterized the Town of Atherton ruling, which includes the 
following:  "The Court finds that the EIR provides an adequate of 
HSR operations, supported by substantial evidence.  The ridership 
forecasts were developed by experts in the field of transportation 
modeling and were subject to three independent peer review 
panels."  (Ruling, pp. 7-8.)  The Authority also disagrees with the 
characterization that new information exists that was not available 
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previously.  The ridership and revenue forecasting model was 
developed for a public agency, the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission, and it has been availble to the public since 2007, 
including all components of the model.  The model has provided a 
robust tool for forecasting ridership and identifying certain of the 
environmental impacts in the Program EIR.  See also Standard 
Response 4. 

I006-7 
The Authority acknowledges the concerns expressed by individuals, 
organizations, and local governments along the San Francisco 
Peninsula.  The alignment alternative identified in the 2008 Final 
Program EIR for the Caltrain Corridor is identified as involving shared 
track operations where HST would share track with Caltrain 
commuter trains.  A detailed discussion of coordinated Caltrain/HST 
operations is beyond the scope of the Program EIR because it is 
dependent on more detailed, project-level design for the corridor 
and the planned operations of the two passenger services.   
Autohrity staff believe the Revised Final Program EIR contains an 
appropriate environmental analysis that fully complies with CEQA.  
See also Standard Response 10. 

I006-8 
See Response to Comment I003-17.  The HST would be designed to 
have fully grade-separated tracks with state-of-the-art safety, 
signaling, and automated train control systems to minimize the 
potential for derailment.  The Authority would build upon the 
extensive experience of HST operation in other countries.  Future 
HST Operations Plans will include emergency response measures.  
FRA regulations also address safety concerns, and this system would 
comply with those regulations. 

I006-9 
While views from the HST train are important, numerous other 
factors must be taken into consideration for selection of a preferred 
HST alignment. See Standard Response 10. 

I006-10 

Caltrain has stated that their future as a viable commuter rail system 
is dependent on funding associated with the HST.  CHSRA 
coordination with Caltrain will assist with realizing critical 
improvements to the Caltrain system in conjunction with the 
implementation of the HST.  In addition, Caltrain would benefit from 
the creation of a fully grade-separate right-of-way, allowing trains to 
operate more safely by eliminating at-grade traffic and pedestrian 
crossings.  

The PCJPB owns the Caltrain right-of-way from San Jose to San 
Francisco.  The Authority and PCJPB have negotiated a 
memorandum of understanding (MOU) to work together on the 
corridor and to develop a “single vision” for the corridor moving 
forward into the future.  The MOU was approved by the California 
High Speed Rail Authority Board on March 5th, 2009.  The PCJPB 
approved the MOU on April 2nd, 2009. 

The purpose of this MOU is to establish an initial organizational 
framework for CHSRA and PCJPB to engage as partners in the 
planning, design and construction of appropriate improvements in 
the Caltrain Rail Corridor to accommodate both the near-term and 
long-term needs of the parties. As work on the HST system 
proceeds, it is expected that the MOU will be amended or replaced in 
order better to address the specific roles and responsibilities of the 
parties..  Also see Standard Response 10. 

The precise alignment and profile options for the HST system will be 
further evaluated and refined as part of the preliminary engineering 
and project-level environmental review and will include trench 
and/or tunnel concepts in sensitive areas or where it is an 
appropriate and necessary design option for the network alternative 
that is ultimately selected by the Authority for further evaluation.  
Available right-of-way, impacts on adjacent communities and costs 
will be among the factors considered as part of this review.   

I006-11 
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Under its enabling legislation and Proposition 1A, the Authority is 
tasked with constructing and operating a HST system in California 

and intends to follow this mandate.  Comment acknowle
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Comment Letter I007 (Cheryl DeCook-Morgan, April 23, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I007 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I007 (Cheryl DeCook-Morgan, April 23, 2010) 

I007-1 
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  More detailed analyses related 
to impacts on businesses and residences including noise and 
vibration as well as impacts to heritage trees during construction and 
operation will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS 
analysis, when more detailed design and location information will be 
available.  

I007-2 
The commenter states that the HST should be put alongside major 
freeways.  The Authority looked at alternatives alongside 
transportation facilities including highways, roads, and railroads to 
minimize potential impacts as part of the program-level 
environmental documents.   See Figure 3-1 in the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material which shows the relationship to existing 
freeway, highway, and rail corridors.   

See also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

I007-3 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 

environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  More detailed analysis of potential noise and vibration, 
trees, vegetation, and wildlife impacts will be provided during 
project-level environmental review, when more detailed information 
will be available concerning system design and placement, and 
alignment variations will also be further considered.  Also see 
Standard Response 5. 

I007-4 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 

   

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals 

 
  Page 16-26

 

Comment Letter I008 (Kenneth A. Fox, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I008 (Kenneth A. Fox, April 25, 2010) 

I008-1 
Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.  The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation 
measures were not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic 
environmental review process examining the impacts of 21 network 
alternatives at a broad level of detail.   More detailed analysis of 
potential environmental impacts will be provided during project-level 
environmental review, when more detailed information will be 
available concerning system design and placement, and alignment 
variations will also be further considered. 

I008-2 
The Superior Court in the Town of Atherton case held the Authority 
has substantial evidence supporting the elimination of U.S. 101 
alignment alternative from study in the 2008 Bay Area to Central 
Valley Program EIR.  See Appendix A of the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR (page 19). The Authority and the FRA considered a 
potential HST alternative along U.S. 101 between San Francisco and 
San Jose as part of the Statewide Program EIR/EIS process and the 
Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR/EIS process.  The U.S. 101 
alternative was screened out from further study in the program 
environmental documents for practicability reasons.  The Authority 
and FRA revisited this alignment alternative as part of the 
alternatives screening for the project level environmental 
documents.  The alternatives analysis affirmed the previous 
conclusions that this alternative was not practicable. 

The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 

for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 2. 

I008-3 
 The current infrastructure, with a fully signaled and electrified 
system, will support up to 12 trains per hour per direction of 
combined Caltrain and HST service.  As the level of demand 
increases, certain locations will need to be expanded to three or 
possibly four tracks to support more frequent service levels, 
especially during peak travel times.  The HST system is planning for 
10 HST trains per hour per direction and another 10 Caltrain trains 
per hour per direction during the peak hours. 

Detailed operational analysis is currently under development for the 
joint use corridor, serving Caltrain, HST and freight trains.   

I008-4 
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs. See Standard 
Responses 3 and 5.  

I008-5 
As discussed in the Response to Comment I008-4, the HST 
environmental document is a program-level document.  More 
detailed information and analysis of vibration impacts and mitigation 
will be included in project-level EIR/EISs. 

I008-6 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts at the program 
level including temporary construction areas and removal of 
landscaping.  Specific locations of temporary construction areas and 
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analysis, including a detailed evaluation of impacts, will be part of 
subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.   

In its December 2009 Business Plan Report to the Legislature, the 
Authority identified that the HST project could enter into 
construction in 2012, with revenue service beginning in 2017, or 
earlier, and be complete by 2020.  See the Authority website:  
http://www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov/news/FactSheetBusinessPlan.pdf. 

I008-7 
See Response to Comment 1039-1.  See also Standard Response 5.   

I008-8 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I008-9 
On the contrary, HST service will attract some long-distance trips 
from major roadways thereby leading to an overall improvement in 
traffic conditions in the region.  See Table 3.1-2 of the Bay Area to 
Central Valley HST Program EIR/EIS for trip diversions from intercity 

freeways to HST. More detailed analysis including traffic volumes 
and Level of Service on major roadways will be included in the 
project-level analysis.   See also Responses to Comments O004-11 
and I009-15.  

I008-10 
We disagree that this document is superficial or that the Authority is 
rushing the process to qualify for federal funding.  The Authority 
started its Bay Area to Central Valley program EIR/EIS in 2005.  The 
document was intentionally crafted using CEQA and NEPA tiering 
provisions to allow for a general evaluation of how to connect the 
high-speed train system between the Bay Area and the Central 
Valley.  While program environmental documents have less detail 
than project-level documents, they are appropriate tools to serve the 
decision making process involved here.  The Revised Draft Program 
EIR has been recirculated to respond to the court judgment in the 
Town of Atherton case and to reach a conclusion to a process that 
has been ongoing for five years.   
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Comment Letter I009 (William C. Grindley, April 23, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I009 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I009 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I009 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I009 (William C. Grindley, April 23, 2010) 

I009-1 
The 2008 Final Program EIR and 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material combined provide a complete and thorough description and 
evaluation of a “no project” alternative and 21 representative 
network alternatives for connecting the Bay Area to the Central 
Valley.   Included in this range of alternatives were 11 Altamont Pass 
network alternatives, 6 Pacheco Pass network alternatives, and 4 
Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local service) network alternatives 
using uniform program-level evaluation methodologies and criteria.  
Please note that the judgment in the Town of Atherton case did not 
find fault with the range of alternatives studied in the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  It merely request clarification of and additional 
description and evaluation of a portion of the Pacheco Pass 
Alignment. 

I009-2 
The impact rating system used in the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material is discussed in detail by topic in Chapter 3 of the 2008 
Final Program EIR.  The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
refers the reader to the methodologies in the 2008 Final Program 
EIR.  The consultants preparing the EIR provide an ubiased analysis 
of the impacts and mitigation measures and provide the information 
to the Authority and FRA staff as well as the state and federal 
attorneys for review.   

I009-3 
Among other factors, the Authority evaluated the ability to serve the 
three major city centers in northern California:  Oakland, San Jose, 
and San Francisco.   

As noted in Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material Program EIR:  “The Pacheco Pass alternative to downtown 
San Francisco via the San Francisco Peninsula is preferred because it 
provides HST direct service to downtown San Francisco, SFO, and 
the San Francisco Peninsula while minimizing potential 

environmental impacts and logistical constraints by maximizing use 
of existing rail right-of-way through shared-use with improved 
Caltrain commuter services.  The HST is complimentary to Caltrain 
(which intends to use lightweight electrified trains) and would share 
tracks with express Caltrain commuter rail services.  In addition, this 
alternative provides direct service to northern California’s major hub 
airport at SFO and major transit, business, and tourism center at 
downtown San Francisco, and would enable the early 
implementation of the HST/Caltrain section between San Francisco, 
San Jose, and Gilroy.” 

This provides direct train service to the two largest city centers in 
northern California:  San Jose and San Francisco.  Additionally, the 
Altamont alternatives serving Oakland would require that HST 
service be divided with a percentage of the trains serving one city 
center and the other portion serving another city center, thereby 
reducing the number of trains serving each.  The Pacheco network 
alternative allows for all HST trains to serve the two largest cities of 
the three major city centers and two regional airports.  Please see 
Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material Program 
EIR for a full discussion of the advantages and disadvantage of the 
network alternatives.   An ultimate HST extension to Oakland is still 
possible for a later phase after the proposed system is implemented. 

I009-4 
Please see Response to Comment I009–3.  As noted, costs for all 
network alternatives are presented in the 2008 Final Program EIR.  
The Final Program EIR therefore allows for a comparison of the 
costs, impacts, and benefits or each alternative.  Numerous factors, 
including costs, were taken into consideration in the evaluation of 
the Network Alternatives and the determination of the Preferred 
Alternative in Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  While direct service to Oakland is considered as part of the 
Final Program EIR, it is not recommended as part of the preferred 
HST alternative. 
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I009-5 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material included UPRR's July 
7, 2008, letter in Appendix C.  To clarify, the letter states "UPRR 
wishes to emphasize that we are not opposed to the concept of 
high-speed rail nor wold we oppose implementation of the project 
should the voters approve the bond issue in November.  Our concern 
is that the project should not be designed to utilize or occupy any of 
our rights of way."  We do not intrepret a duality here.  Please see 
Standard Response 8 and responses to Letter O002 (UPRR). 

I009-6 
The 2008 Final Program EIR/EIS states that the proposed San 
Francisco to San Jose: Caltrain corridor would have a "high" 
compatibility rating because it would be primarily within an active 
commuter and freight rail corridor.  In addition, construction of 
grade separations where none previously existed would improve 
circulation between neighborhood areas.  The Authority Board 
committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid 
and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and 
at-grade between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening. 

I009-7 
The 2008 Final Program EIR ranked property impacts along the San 
Francisco to San Jose corridor as low based on the fact that tht 
alignment would be built mostly within the existing publicly owned 
right-of-way.  The information now available (as reported in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material) indicates a need for limited 
property acquisition along the right-of-way in narrow areas to allow 
for a four-track alingment that will accommodate UPRR freight 
operations.  Accordingly, property impacts in this corridor are now 
ranked between low and medium, rather than low. 

I009-8 
The HST alignment would be fully grade separated. Where the 
alignment is proposed to be at-grade in conflict with existing 
travelways, (roads, bike trails, railroads...) the major travelways 
would be grade separated by either routing them over or under the 
at-grade alignment.  

I009-9 
For the project-level EIR, Caltrans is a cooperating state agency and 
has indicated its willingness to make available its right-of-way that is 
not needed for future highway expansion or would not compromise 
the traveling public’s safety. 

I009-10 
Unlike the Caltrain Corridor with an existing rail right-of-way that can 
be used for HST tracks, the Fremont alignment would be adjacent to 
a narrow UPRR right-of-way requiring substantial acquisition of 
private property.  The Fremont alignment is therefore rated as high 
for property impacts. 

I009-11 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition 
would be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco 
and San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed 
in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process.  See also Standard Response 7. 
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I009-12 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 

I009-13 
As stated in the Revised Draft Program EIR, Table 5-1 (Revised 
Table 4.2.1) only includes the alignment alternatives by corridor and 
segment that were revised to reflect revised capital costs. As there 
were no revisions needed to other portions of the table, including 
the East Bay to Central Valley Corridor: Altamont Pass alignment 
alternatives, those portions of the table were not revised. Table 5-2 
(Revised Table 4.2.3) does include all the High-Speed Train Network 
Alternatives Cost Summary to show how the revised alignments 
impact the capital costs of all network alternatives considered. 

I009-14 
Table 5.2 in the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material provides 
comparatives cost for each of the different HST Network 
Alternatives. These network alternatives, by their very nature, 
provide service to different intermediate and terminal stations, using 
different corridors. The comparison of these network alternatives is 
provided in Section 6 of the Draft Revised Program EIR Materials and 
Chapter 7 of the 2008 Final Program EIR. The alignments used for 
the representative alternatives are described in Table 2.5.1 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR. 

The cost of $14.47B is for No. A8, SF, SJ and Oakland with no San 
Francisco Bay Crossing. As this network alternative includes service 
to Oakland, there is no need for a Transbay tunnel. Furthermore, the 
commenter is comparing the various network alternatives that use 
the Altamont Pass whereas the 2008 Final Program EIR 
recommended the Pacheco Pass for connecting the Bay Area to the 
Central Valley.  Also see response to comment I009-4. 

I009-15 
Although traffic volumes on surface streets near HST stations are 
projected to increase as shown in the program-level traffic analysis, 
the  HST ridership analysis shows a reduction in automobile traffic in 

many regional roadways as people shift from autos to HST. It is a 
logical assumption, and the ridership forecasts bear this out, that 
people will choose to ride the HST system rather than drive their 
automobiles for a portion of their longer distance trips.  Please see 
Table 3.1-2: Impacts to 2030 Peak-Hour Traffic on Intercity 
Freeways from Diversion to HST, Chapter 3.01 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR. More detailed analysis including traffic volumes and 
Level of Service on major roadways will be included in the project-
level analysis.  

I009-16 
The commenter provided only excerpts for this section.  Note that 
the section states: 

“In the northbound direction, degradation of LOS in the evening 
peak hour by one level of service for four northbound segments 
between Southside Drive and Capitol (LOS B to LOS C) and between 
Senter and Blossom Hill (LOS C to E, D to E, and E to F) are 
anticipated based on the preliminary evaluation of reduction from six 
to four lanes of Monterey Highway.  The other portions of Monterey 
Highway in the northbound direction are projected to see a slight 
increase in congestion, with an associated slight reduction in LOS.  
In the southbound direction, all road segments are projected to 
operate at LOS E or F.  Congestion would decrease for five of the 
eight segments and an increase in LOS between Bernal and Bailey 
(from LOS F to LOS E), while the remaining three segments would 
have a slight increase in congestion.” 

Given that a more detailed traffic analysis is anticipated for the 
project-level EIR/EIS, the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
states:  “Sufficient information is not available at this programmatic 
level to conclude with certainty that the above mitigation strategies 
would reduce impacts for the three northbound segments of a four-
lane Monterey Highway to a less-than-significant level in all 
circumstances.  This document therefore concludes that traffic 
impacts on these segments may be significant, even with the 
application of mitigation strategies.” 
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I009-17 
The summary of people supporting or opposing a network 
alternative was based on the comments received on the Draft 
Program EIR, which are included and responded to in Volume 3 of 
the 2008 Final Program EIR.  The Authority did not do a poll of 
citizens or elected officials but rather circulated the Program EIR/EIS 
for public comment consistent with the requirements of CEQA and 
NEPA. 

I009-18 
Please see Response to Comment I009–17. 

I009-19 
Please see Response to Comment I009–15.  The coordination 
referred to is the provision of intermodal facilities to that there is 
connectivity between the HST system and other forms of 
transportation.  The Authority took this connectivity into 
consideration in the 2008 Final Program EIR – please see the section 
entitled “Intermodal Connections” in Chapter 3.02:  Travel 
Conditions, and the “travel conditions” information in the tables in 
Chapter 7.  The Authority understands the need to limit the number 
of stops on the HST system.    

I009-20 
The recommended Pacheco Pass alternative does not provide direct 
HST service to Oakland.  Several Pacheco Pass alternatives with 
direct service to Oakland were studied as part of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR (see Chapter 2).  See responses to comments I009-3 
and I009-4.   Oakland and the East Bay would be served by the 
recommended Pacheco Pass alternative via multi-modal stations in 
San Francisco and San Jose with connections to BART, AC Transit, 
ACE and the Capitol Corridor Rail Service as well as by private 
shuttle services, and the automobile.  

I009-21 
The City of Pleasanton did not set the criteria for the evaluation of 
the alignments and network alternatives.  The evaluation criteria 

were established by the Authority as documented in the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.   

I009-22 
Please see Responses to Comments I009–15 and I009–19. 

I009-23 
The phrase being referred to is referring to only some of the network 
alternative.  Please see Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material, which states:  “A number of network alternatives 
clearly do not meet the purpose and need for the HST system.  The 
Altamont Pass network alternative that terminates in Union City fails 
since it does not provide direct HST service to San Francisco, 
Oakland, or San Jose (the major Bay Area cities) nor does it provide 
interface with the major commercial airports.  Also failing are a 
Pacheco Pass network alternative that terminates in San Jose and 
three Altamont Pass network alternatives that only serve one of the 
three major urban areas/centers.  These four alternatives directly 
provide HST service to at most only one major Bay Area city and one 
of the region’s major commercial airports. “ (emphasis added) 

I009-24 
See Standard Response 4 on the ridership model.  MTC, as the 
regional transportation planning agency for the San Francisco Bay 
Area, developed the ridership model to support its own Bay Area 
Regional Rail Plan, which considered planning scenarios with and 
without high-speed rail. We do not agree that MTC has a conflict of 
interest in providing input to the planning process for HST in the Bay 
Area region.  

I009-25 
The commenter does not appear to be comparing network 
alternatives with similar origins in the Central Valley. The cost for 
Network alternative A8 is for a complete alternative that connects to 
the Central Valley. The East Bay line referenced only connects 
Oakland and San Jose via I-880. The alignments used for the 
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representative alternatives are described in Table 2.5.1 of the 2008 
Final Program EIR. 

I009-26 
Chapter 2 of the 2008 Final Program EIR states: 

“The current method of Caltrain operation will reach its maximum 
capacity in less than 5 years, even with the system improvements 
previously mentioned.  Electrification, which is required for 
connection to the Transbay Transit Center and to accommodate the 
HST on the line, presents the JPB with two implementation options 
to consider, each with fundamental performance differences.  The 
first option is to purchase electrified locomotives to haul standard 
passenger coaches that currently run on Caltrain.  This solution is 
relatively low risk for the JPB and supports operations to the 
Transbay Transit Center.  However, this solution is problematic for 
the Authority because standard North American rail equipment is not 
compatible with HSTs currently in service around the world, and the 
HST would require high-level platforms.” 

“The second option for the JPB is to procure electric multiple units 
(EMUs) that would be compatible with the European or Japanese 
HSTs that the Authority may select (non-FRA compliant).  This 
option would support operations to the Transbay Transit Center and 
shared corridor operations with the HST and offer the JPB more 
flexible trains with better performance characteristics.  The JPB has 
found this solution to be cost effective on a lifecycle basis, but there 
is greater risk to the JPB in that the Authority, CPUC, FRA, and Union 
Pacific Railroad (UPRR) must all reach agreement for 
implementation.” 

Caltrain began the process of working with the FRA to obtain a 
waiver allowing operation of lightweight non-compliant EMUs in 
2007. (The waiver was obtained in 2010.) The positive results of 
initial safety testing for non-compliant EMUs was reported in the 
"Caltrain 2025 Program Information and Findings", March 2008. The 
European, non-compliant EMUs either met or exceeded the FRA 
standards. 

I009-27 
Comment acknowledged. An HST station at Millbrae would provide 
interconnectivity with the BART and provide a potential future 
connection with Skytrain. 

I009-28 
Ridership forecasts are not a topic identified by the Superior Court 
for additional work to comply with CEQA.  We do not agree that the 
ridership forecasts are false or with the implication that the Authority 
has justified the project by finding "right" ridership numbers.  See 
Standard Response 4 regarding the comparison to the Acela train. 

I009-29 
Public comments are summarized in Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material.  In and of themselves, these comments 
did not constitute the criteria for selection of a network alternative.  
The evaluation criteria were established by the Authority as 
documented in the 2008 Final Program EIR, and the Board took into 
consideration the evaluation as well as public comments.  The 
Authority acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the HST 
system in the peninsula cities. 

I009-30 
The Authority did not exclude consideration of the East Bay or 
Oakland.  Please note that 12 of the 21 network alternatives include 
Oakland.  The underlying reasons for selection of the Pacheco 
alternative with San Jose and San Francisco termini are detailed in 
Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  The 
Authority is pursuing an HST system to serve the entire state.  Also 
see Standard Response 4 regarding ridership.   

An HST station at Millbrae would provide interconnectivity with the 
BART and provide a potential future connection with Skytrain at the 
SFO Airport.  The Authority did not assume that the Peninsula has 
less construction issues but notes that an existing rail corridor would 
be used for the HST system. 
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I009-31 
The 2008 Final Program EIR was certified in July of 2008, prior to 
the vote on Proposition 1A. 

I009-32 
Caltrain would serve as a feeder service to the HST stations along 
the Peninsula.  Even if an Altamont alternative were selected, 5 of 
the network alternatives include HST in some or all of the Caltrain 
Corridor north of San Jose. 
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Comment Letter I010 (James R. Janz, April 26, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I010 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I010 (James R. Janz, April 26, 2010) 

I010-1 
The Town of Atherton comments are responded to in responses 
letter L020.   

The Final 2008 Program EIR and 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material combined provide a complete and thorough description and 
evaluation of a “no project” alternative and 21 representative 
network alternatives for connecting the Bay Area to the Central 
Valley.   Included in this range of alternatives were 11 Altamont Pass 
network alternatives, 6 Pacheco Pass network alternatives, and 4 
Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local service) network alternatives 
using uniform program-level evaluation methodologies and criteria.  
Please note that the judgment in the Town of Atherton case did not 
find fault with the range of alternatives studied in the Program EIR, 
or require additional study of alternatives dismissed from further 
consideration.  

Some major reasons for the Pacheco Alignment with termini in San 
Jose and San Francisco was identified as preferred are summarized 
below and discussed in full in Chapter 8 of the 2008 Final Program 
EIR.  The Pacheco Alignment with termini in San Jose and San 
Francisco is preferred because it: 

 Maximizes the use of existing publicly owned rail right-of-way 
through shared-use with improved Caltrain commuter services.  
The HST is complimentary to Caltrain (which intends to use 
lightweight electrified trains) and would share tracks with 
express Caltrain commuter rail services.  Is supported by the 
PCJPB (Caltrain). 

 Provides direct (all HST trains) service to the two largest cities in 
northern California – San Jose and San Francisco, including the 
major transit, business, and tourism center in downtown San 
Francisco. 

 Provides direct service to northern California’s major hub airport 
at SFO  

 Does not require that HST trains be divided into two directions 
to serve two city centers.  Dividing the trains in two directions 
reduces the number of trains serving the termini stations. 

 Provides good HST access for the three county Monterey Bay 
area with a south Santa Clara HST station; 

 Does not involve a new bay crossing and its associated costs and 
environmental impacts, including impacts to the federal Don 
Edwards San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge. 

 Is the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative 
(LEDPA) as identified by the US EPA and US Army Corps of 
Engineers. 

 Please see Standard Response 10 for a discussion of I-280 and 
US 101.  The proposal for an HST crossing near the Dumbarton 
Rail Bridge are discussed in Response to Comment O007-22 of 
the 2008 Program EIR and expanded on in Responses to 
Comments O012-11 and O012-12 of this document.  See also 
Response to Comment I241-28 regarding the San Mateo bridge. 

The Authority contends that the combination of the Final 2008 
Program EIR and 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material meet the 
intent and requirements of CEQA. 

I010-2 
The Authority does not intend to base its decisions regarding a 
preferred alternative based on the likelihood of legal challenges.  
The Authority is fully aware of the legal rights for administrative and 
legal challenges, not only from the Caltrain Corridor but other areas 
of the state.  Mitigation measures developed for the HST system 
along the Peninsula, and for that matter statewide, will be developed 
to mitigate the impacts identified in the project-level EIR/EIS, 
consistent with NEPA and CEQA.  The ultimate selection of a 
preferred alternative is based on a number of factors including 
benefits and impacts rather than strictly bridge or engineering costs. 
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I010-3 
The Authority disagrees with the comment.  The proposed project 
has not changed.  The purpose of the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material was to address the land use and property impacts of 
the alternatives in the 2008 Final Program EIR if UPRR right-of-way 
is not available.  Chapter 3 of the Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material identifies those impacts for both Pacheco and Altamont 
alternatives.  The Program EIR explains that the study areas for 
other resources was sufficiently broad that the 2008 Final Program 
EIR adequately discloses the impact of being either within or 
adjacent to UPRR right-of-way.   

I010-4 
The 2008 Final Program EIR and 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material combined provide a complete and thorough description and 
evaluation of a “no project” alternative and 21 representative 
network alternatives for connecting the Bay Area to the Central 
Valley.  An evaluation of additional alternatives does not appear 
warranted or necessary.   

The Authority notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs evaluated 
alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel up the 
Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives included 
Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San Jose 
Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass with 
San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; Pacheco 
Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San Jose 
Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San Francisco 

via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local service) 
with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with Altamont 
pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.   These Network 
Alternatives would allow for a BART Alternative north of San Jose 
subject to environmental review and funding. 

That said, among the issues that would need to be addressed for 
BART to replace Caltrain are: 

 As with the HST Alternative, BART, would need to be fully grade 
separated via a tunnel or aerial configuration or construction of 
additional grade separations for cross streets due to its third rail. 

 Tracks would still need to remain for Union Pacific’s freight 
service. 

 San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties are not in the BART district, 
so a vote would be needed in each county to approve the plan 
and funds for on-going operations. 

 Station facilities for BART are much more elaborate than Caltrain 
facilities, requiring additional property acquisition at station 
locations. 
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Comment Letter I011 (Paul S. Jones, April 22, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I011 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I011 (Paul S. Jones, April 22, 2010) 

I011-1 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material is incomplete or flawed or that it needs to be 
rewritten.   

I011-2 
We do not agree with the comment.  See Standard Response 4 
regarding how the ridership forecasts are consistent with 
international experience with high-speed rail.    Proposition 1A does 
not require that a high-speed rail line to Oakland be completed. 

I011-3 
The commenter’s statement that “high-speed rail competes primarily 
with air travel, not with automobile travel” is incorrect.  Ridership 
forecasts prepared for the California HST system illustrate that about 
75% of HST ridership is projected to be diverted from automobile 
travel, with about 15% diverted from air travel1.   

Forecasts prepared with the HSR ridership and revenue model, and 
used in the Program EIR/EIS, projected that in-state air travel would 
grow by 47% over a 30-year period between 2000 and 2030 if HST 
is not built2.  Recent work conducted on behalf of the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission illustrated that domestic origin-
destination (O-D) air travel at the three major Bay Area airports 
declined at an annual average rate of 1.1% from 2000 to 20083.  
However, this same report projects that domestic O-D travel at Bay 
                                                     
1 Bay Area/California High-Speed Rail Ridership and Revenue Forecasting Study; 
Ridership and Revenue Forecasts, prepared for the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission, prepared by Cambridge Systematics, August 2007, Figure 2.3. 
2 Bay Area/California High-Speed Rail Ridership and Revenue Forecasting Study; 
Statewide Model Validation, prepared for the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, 
prepared by Cambridge Systematics, July 2007, Table 7.8. 
3  Regional Aviation Forecasts, prepared for the Regional Airport Planning Committee, 
prepared by SH&E, Inc, http://www.regionalairportstudy.com/library/Regional-
Aviation-Forecasts.pdf, March 27, 2009, p. 8. 

Area airports will increase from 43.1 million annual passengers to 
63.5 million (47%) over a 28-year period between 2007 and 20354.  
The current Terminal Area Forecast prepared by the Federal Aviation 
Administration projects even higher growth rates at major California 
Airports, with enplanement growth between 2009 and 2030 at San 
Francisco International, Los Angeles International and San Diego 
International of 77%, 82% and 87%, respectively5.  Accordingly, the 
air travel forecasts between San Francisco and Los Angeles 
developed for the Program EIR/EIS are reasonable.  Also, consistent 
population and aviation forecasts were used to develop HST 
ridership forecasts for all alternatives considered in the Program 
EIR/EIS. 

I011-4 
The alignment for the Caltrain Corridor analyzed in the Program EIR 
is a shared-use four-track alignment.  A two-track alignment for the 
Peninsula is not feasible in light of Caltrain's current commuter 
service, which involves many local stops.  Based on program-level 
information, a two-track alignment would not accommodate all 
projected HST and Caltrain traffic. 

I011-5 
Because this is a program-level document, the analysis considered 
the potential for property impacts on a broad scale.  Potential 
project-level impacts on property will be addressed at the project-
level.  See also Standard Response 3. 

                                                     
4 Ibid, p. 21. 
5 Terminal Area Forecast Summary – Fiscal Years 2009 to 2030, Federal Aviation 
Administration   , 
http://www.faa.gov/data_research/aviation/taf_reports/media/TAF%20Summary%20
Report%20FY%202009%20-%202030.pdf, Table S-1. 
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I011-6 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material along with the 2008 Final 
Program EIR address the environmental impacts at a program level 
of the alignment alternatives, station location options, and 21 
network alternatives.  These documents also identify mitigation 
strategies that will be further refined at the project level.  See 
Standard Response 3 regarding subsequent project-level analysis. 

I011-7 
See Standard Response 3.  
 
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  The 
effectiveness of proposed mitigation will be included in the project-
level analysis. 

I011-8 
As discussed in the Response to Comment I011-7, more detailed 
information and analysis of vibration impacts and mitigation will be 
included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis will include noise 
and vibration analysis at sensitive receivers, including residences, 
schools, parks, and similar facilities.  Also see Standard Response 4. 

I011-9 
The visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR considered the 
visual impact in Atherton and all along the peninsula. The program 
analysis of the visual impacts relied on measurements taken from 
aerial photos. It was determined that the existing right-of-way 
through Atherton was the same width as the right-of-way just north 
of Atherton where there are currently four tracks. Observation from 
the right-of-way determined that most all mature trees, if not all, are 
outside the right-of-way. The Program EIR assumed a retained fill 
through Atherton, not an elevated structure, with the train passing 
over the cross streets on short bridges. The Final Program EIR 
assumed that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way, meaning that trees outside the right-of-way would not 
be removed, although some trimming would be required for 

vegetation intruding on the right-of-way. The trees along the right-
of-way would work to screen the visual impact and noise from the 
project, including any potential soundwalls. 

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of eucalyptus 
trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor will be 
avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor can be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts can be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. Mitigations for preservation of 
existing trees and other flora will be analyzed and reported at the 
project level. 

I011-10 
More detailed analyses will be performed during the project-level 
EIR/EIS analysis, when more detailed design and location 
information will be available for the selected HST alignment, and the 
construction, operation and maintenance of the HST system will be 
addressed.  

I011-11 
Construction impacts  were discussed in Chapter 3.18 of the 2008 
Final Program EIR and mitigation strategies were discussed under 
the various topics in Chapter 3.   More detailed analyses related to 
dust and noise will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS 
analysis, when more detailed design and location information will be 
available for the selected HST alignment, and the construction, 
operation and maintenance of the HST system will be addressed.  In 
addition, a mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program 
EIR was the preparation of a Site Management Program/ 
Contingency Plan prior to construction to address known and 
potential hazardous material issues, including:  measures to address 
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management of contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific 
Health and Safety Plan (HASP), including measures to protect 
construction workers and general public; and procedures to protect 
workers and the general public in the event that unknown 
contamination or buried hazards are encountered.   

I011-12 
Construction and mitigation strategies were discussed in Chapter 
3.18 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed analyses related 
to impacts on businesses during construction and operation will be 
performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis, when more 
detailed design and location information will be available for the 
selected HST alignment, and the construction, operation and 
maintenance of the HST system will be addressed.  

I011-13 
The Program EIR does not purport to be able to identify all of the 
detailed costs of each alignment or station location option but rather 
focuses on identifying and describing key differences between each 
of the alternatives.  More detailed costs will be provided in future 
project-level environmental documents. 

The capital costs developed by the Authority are representative of all 
aspects of implementation of the proposed HST system, including 
construction, right-of-way, environmental mitigation, and design and 
management services.  The unit costs for implementing high-speed 
trains are well known based on foreign experience and from other 
major construction projects in California – and have been extensively 
peer reviewed.  The costs are provided to facilitate a comparative 
evaluation of the alternatives. 

I011-14 
The Authority does not agree that the 2008 Final Program EIR needs 
to be redone.  The Final Program EIR in concert with the 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material provide thorough descriptions 
and evaluations at the program level, consistent with CEQA, of a 
reasonable range of alternatives that enables the Authority Board to 
make a determination regarding a preferred alternative and certify a 
new EIR.  See Standard Response 4 regarding ridership. 
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Comment Letter I012 (Betsy Kehoe, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I012 (Betsy Kehoe, April 25, 2010) 

I012-1 
Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified impacts 
along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation strategies to 
address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts than previously 
anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting mitigation 
strategies to address significant impacts on the natural environment, 
communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new decision.  

I012-2 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  Also, visual mitigation 
strategies were included the 2008 Final Program EIR to minimize 
impacts of the project including using aesthetic treatments, 
landscaping, and design.  The Authority Board committed in July 
2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  See also Standard Response 6. 

I012-3 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

I012-4 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 

The Authority notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers. 
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Comment Letter I013 (Patricia Kovas, April 20, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I013 (Patricia Kovas, April 20, 2010) 

I013-1 
The 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material identifid significant impacts at the program level. More 
detailed information and analysis of impacts and mitigation will be 
included in project-level EIR/EISs.  More detailed analyses related to 
project impacts during construction and operation will be performed 
during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis when more detailed design 
and location information will be available.  See also Standard 
Response 3 related to project-level detail. 

I013-2 
The Authority notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus. The Authority 
will make a new decision on a network alternative to carry into the 
project level environmental document.  The alternatives that avoid 
the Caltrain corridor are not the staff recommended network 
alternative, but will be considered by the Authority as part of the 
new decision.  Public comments supporting terminating HST service 
in San Jose will be part of the record that the Board considers.  

I013-3 
Please see Response to Comment I013–2. 
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Comment Letter I014 (William J. Schroeder, April 25, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I014 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I014 (William J. Schroeder, April 25, 2010) 

I014-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision. 

I014-2 
Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

I014-3 
More detailed information and analysis of noise, vibration, visual, 
and community impacts and mitigation will be included in project-
level EIR/EISs.  See Standard Responses 3 and 5. 

I014-4 
More detailed information and analysis of cultural resource and 
resdiential impacts and mitigation measures will be included in 
project-level EIR/EISs when more detailed design and location 
information will be available.  Under Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR § 800), the procedures to be 
followed at the project level include identification of resources, 
evaluation of their significance under the National Register of 
Historic Places and CEQA, identification of any substantial adverse 
effects, and evaluation of potential mitigation measures.  Specific 

resources within the Area of Potential Effects will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because the identification of 
potentially affected resources and project effects and mitigation are 
dependent on the HST location and system design, and can only be 
done at the project level.   

I014-5 
The visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR considered the 
visual impact in Atherton and all along the peninsula. The program 
analysis of the visual impacts relied on measurements taken from 
aerial photos. It was determined that the existing right-of-way 
through Atherton was the same width as the right-of-way just north 
of Atherton where there are currently four tracks. Observation from 
the right-of-way determined that most all mature trees, if not all, are 
outside the right-of-way. The Program EIR assumed a retained fill 
through Atherton, not an elevated structure, with the train passing 
over the cross streets on short bridges. The Final Program EIR 
assumed that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way, meaning that trees outside the right-of-way would not 
be removed, although some trimming would be required for 
vegetation intruding on the right-of-way. The trees along the right-
of-way would work to screen the visual impact and noise from the 
project, including any potential soundwalls. 

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of eucalyptus 
trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor will be 
avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor can be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts can be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. Mitigations for preservation of 
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existing trees and other flora will be analyzed and reported at the 
project level. 

I014-6 
Atherton comprises 4.9 square miles. Caltrain travels approximately 
three-quarter of a mile across Atherton. Properties adjacent to the 
railway comprise about 0.04 square miles. It is unlikely the HST 
would devastate properties adjacent to the Caltrain right-of-way. 
The right-of-way is approximately the same width as immediately 
north of Atherton's city limits, where a four-track railway currently 
exists.  

There are potential impacts to the properties adjacent to the existing 
railway, comprising less than 1% of the area of Atherton, but 
devastation of the unique community of Atherton, would not occur. 

I014-7 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I014-8 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I014-9 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 

See also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

I014-10 
The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I015 (Pat Gruner, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I015 (Pat Gruner, April 26, 2010) 

I015-1 
The 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material identifid significant impacts at the program level. More 
detailed information and analysis of impacts and mitigation will be 
included in project-level EIR/EISs.  More detailed analyses related to 
project impacts during construction and operation will be performed 
during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis when more detailed design 
and location information will be available.  See also Standard 
Response 3 related to project-level detail. 

I015-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I015-3 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.  See 
also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I016 (Tom Holt, March 12, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I016 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I016 (Tom Holt, March 12, 2010) 

I016-1 
The Authority disagrees that the Peninsula cities did not have the 
ability to participate in the environmental process.  The 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics identified 
in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as requiring 
corrective work under CEQA.  Outreach was not one of those topics.  
Please see Chapter 10, Public and Agency Involvement, in the 2008 
Final Program EIR. The scoping activities for the Bay Area to Central 
Valley HST Draft Program EIR/EIS were conducted between 
November 15 and December 16, 2005 and included meetings in San 
Jose, San Francisco and four other cities.  The Authority held a total 
of eight public hearings, including in San Jose and San Francisco to 
present the Draft Program EIR/EIS and to receive public comments 
between August 23, 2007 and September 26, 2007. 

The Authority has endeavored to provide the broadest possible 
notice of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Notification 
was provided in 8 newspapers including the San Francisco Examiner 

and San Jose Mercury News.  A Notice of Availability and Notice of a 
Public Meeting postcard was further distributed to over 50,000 
individuals identified as part of on-going project-level engineering 
and environmental studies.  The Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
and a Notice of Availability and of a Public Meetings was also made 
available to 16 libraries for public viewing.  Two public meetings 
were held on April 7, 2010 in San Jose on the Revised Draft Program 
EIR. Both of these meetings did not end until everyone had the 
ability to speak.   If the Authority proceeds with a network 
alternative that involves Atherton at the project level, the Authority 
will continue its efforts at public outreach in the  area.      

I016-2 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I017 (Elsa Arata, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I017 (Elsa Arata, April 24, 2010) 

I017-1 
The 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material identified significant impacts at the program level. More 
detailed information and analysis of impacts and mitigation will be 
included in project-level EIR/EISs.  More detailed analyses related to 
project impacts during construction and operation will be performed 
during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis when more detailed design 
and location information will be available.  See also Standard 
Response 3 related to project-level detail. 

I017-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I017-3 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   

See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   

I017-4 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 

would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existed 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.   

I017-5 
See Standard Response 6. 

I017-6 
See Standard Responses 3 and 5.  
 
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  The noise 
analysis at the project-level will include impacts to residential 
outdoor use areas. 

I017-7 
As noted in Chapter 3.3, Air Quality and Global Climate Change, the 
HST project would remove cars off of roadways, enhance local 
circulation with grade separations, and use electrically-powered 
trains that would result in an overall improvement of air quality. It is 
also assumed that Caltrain would switch from diesel-powered trains 
to electrically-powered trains, so air quality would be improved. 
During construction, all equipment will be required to meet the latest 
clean air standards. And, as the project would eliminate all roadway 
grade crossings, the pollution from cars idling at closed railway 
crossings to let the train pass would be eliminated. All these 
elements would reduce air quality emissions. 
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I017-8 
See Response to Comment I005-7. 

I017-9 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existed 

would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.     
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Comment Letter I018 (Jack and Nancy Dehoff, April 21, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I018 (Jack and Nancy Dehoff, April 21, 2010) 

I018-1 
Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.  The 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material identifid significant impacts at the 
program level. The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  More detailed analyses 
related to noise, vibration, visual, trees/vegetation and impacts on 
businesses and safety during construction and operation will be 
performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis when more 
detailed design and location information will be available.  See also 
Standard Response 3 related to project-level detail.   

I018-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I018-3 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. Also 
see response to comment I018-2.   

 

I018-4 

The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified impacts along the 
Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation strategies to address the 
impacts.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR Material discloses a 
higher level of land use impacts than previously anticipated.  The 
Authority will consider adopting mitigation strategies to address 
significant impacts on the natural environment, communities, and 
neighborhoods when it makes a new decision. 

I018-5 
The noise analysis at the project-level will include the cumulative 
impacts of existing noise sources (such as Caltrain) and proposed 
noise sources.  See Standard Responses 3 and 5.  

I018-6 
The visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR considered the 
visual impact in Atherton and all along the peninsula. The program 
analysis of the visual impacts relied on measurements taken from 
aerial photos. It was determined that the existing right-of-way 
through Atherton was the same width as the right-of-way just north 
of Atherton where there are currently four tracks. Observation from 
the right-of-way determined that most all mature trees, if not all, are 
outside the right-of-way. The Program EIR assumed a retained fill 
through Atherton, not an elevated structure, with the train passing 
over the cross streets on short bridges. The Final Program EIR 
assumed that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way, meaning that trees outside the right-of-way would not 
be removed, although some trimming would be required for 
vegetation intruding on the right-of-way. The trees along the right-
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of-way would work to screen the visual impact and noise from the 
project, including any potential soundwalls. 

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of eucalyptus 
trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor will be 
avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor can be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts can be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. Mitigation for preservation of 
existing trees and other flora will be analyzed and reported at the 
project level. 

I018-7 

The visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR considered the 
visual impact in Atherton and all along the peninsula. The program 
analysis of the visual impacts relied on measurements taken from 
aerial photos. It was determined that the existing right-of-way 
through Atherton was the same width as the right-of-way just north 
of Atherton where there are currently four tracks. Observation from 
the right-of-way determined that most all mature trees, if not all, are 
outside the right-of-way. The Program EIR assumed a retained fill 
through Atherton, not an elevated structure, with the train passing 
over the cross streets on short bridges. The Final Program EIR 
assumed that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way, meaning that trees outside the right-of-way would not 
be removed, although some trimming would be required for 
vegetation intruding on the right-of-way. The trees along the right-
of-way would work to screen the visual impact and noise from the 
project, including any potential soundwalls. 

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 

engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of eucalyptus 
trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor will be 
avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor can be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts can be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. Mitigation for preservation of 
existing trees and other flora will be analyzed and reported at the 
project level.   

I018-8 
See Response to Comment I005-7. 

I018-9 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I019 (Alain and Rosemary Enthoven, April 17, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I019 (Alain and Rosemary Enthoven, April 17, 2010) 

I019-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I019-2 
See Standard Response 6 regarding quality of life issues. 

I019-3 
The visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR considered the 
visual impact in Atherton and all along the peninsula. The analysis of 
the visual impacts relied on measurements taken from aerial photos. 
It was determined that the existing right-of-way through Atherton 
was the same width as the right-of-way just north of Atherton where 
there are currently four tracks. Observation from the right-of-way 
determined that most mature trees, if not all, are outside the right-
of-way. The Final Program EIR assumed a retained fill through 
Atherton, not an elevated structure, with the train passing over the 
cross streets on short bridges.  

Specific noise mitigation will be conducted as part of the project-
level EIR/EIS to ensure proper measures are taken to keep noise 
from the HST within Federally-acceptable levels.  

The introduction of HST to the Caltrain right-of-way may have 
impacts, but they would be identified and mitigated to the extent 
reasonably possible. The project would not change the land uses in 
Atherton. It would continue to be a community of homes and trees. 

I019-4 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I019-5 
The Authority notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I020 (Dewell and Karen Goodman, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I020 (Dewell and Karen Goodman, April 24, 2010) 

I020-1 
The 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material identified significant impacts at the program level. The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  More detailed analyses related 
to noise, vibration, visual, and  trees during construction and 
operation would be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS 
analysis when more detailed design and location information will be 
available.  See also Standard Response 3 related to project-level 
detail.    

I020-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

I020-3 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I021 (Linda Griffin, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I021 (Linda Griffin, April 24, 2010) 

I021-1 
The 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material identified significant impacts at the program level. More 
detailed information and analysis of impacts and mitigation would be 
included in project-level EIR/EIS. 

Comment about being a local expert is acknowledged.     

I021-2 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  Also, visual mitigation 
strategies were included the 2008 Final Program EIR to minimize 
impacts of the project including using aesthetic treatments, 
landscaping, and design.  The Authority Board committed in July 
2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.   
 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I021-3 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 

Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I021-4 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   

The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers. 
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Comment Letter I022 (Kathleen E. Holt, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I022 (Kathleen E. Holt, April 25, 2010) 

I022-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I022-2 
See Response to Comment 1017-4 and Standard Response 6. 

I022-3 
The 55 dB level is not a single event, or "peak" level. Instead, it 
represents an average of acoustic energy over a one year period.  
This is a measure of all noise sources that one would be exposed to 
as part of one’s daily activities.  Along with the HST other noise 
sources such as traffic, televisions, and household appliances would 
also be higher than 55 dB.  The difference is the HST passbys would 
occur over a period of seconds which the other typical noise sources 
would last much longer. 

I022-4 
We acknowledge the comment expressing concern about 
derailments during an earthquake.  Safety is of utmost concern to 
the Authority. The high-speed train system is being designed to 
comply with all applicable safety standards, including those related 
to seismicity.  International experience with seismically sensitive 
areas, such as in Japan, is that high-speed trainsets, tracks, and 
related equipment can be designed to safely withstand seismic 
activity without the trainsets leaving the track area.   

I022-5 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I022-6 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.  Please 
see Response to comment I013 – 2.  Revoting on the Bond 
measures would be a determination of the State Legislature and the 
California voters. 

The Superior Court in the Town of Atherton case held the Authority 
has substantial evidence supporting the elimination of U.S. 101 
alignment alternative from study in the 2008 Bay Area to Central 
Valley Program EIR.  See Appendix A of the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR (page 19). The Authority and the FRA considered a 
potential HST alternative along U.S. 101 between San Francisco and 
San Jose as part of the Statewide Program EIR/EIS process and the 
Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR/EIS process.  The U.S. 101 
alternative was screened out from further study in the program 
environmental documents for practicability reasons.  As noted in 
Table 2.5-4 of the 2008 Final Program EIR/EIS (page 2-43), the US 
101 option was rejected from further consideration.  As shown in the 
table, principal reasons for rejection of these alignments included 
construction, right-of-way, and environmental concerns, particularly 
visual and land use (right-of-way acquisition) impacts.  Please also 
see Appendix 2-G1.1 in the Final Program EIR/EIS for a discussion of 
alignment alternatives and station location options eliminated from 
further consideration.  
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The Final 2008 Program EIR and 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material combined provide a complete and thorough description and 
evaluation of a “no project” alternative and 21 representative 
network alternatives for connecting the Bay Area to the Central 
Valley.   Included in this range of alternatives were 11 Altamont Pass 
network alternatives, 6 Pacheco Pass network alternatives, and 4 
Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local service) network alternatives 
using uniform program-level evaluation methodologies and criteria.  
Please note that the judgment in the Town of Atherton case did not 
find fault with the range of alternatives studied in the Program EIR, 
or require additional study of alternatives dismissed from further 
consideration.   Please see Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material for a full discussion of the advantages and 
disadvantage of the network alternatives including the Altamont 
network alternatives.   

I022-7 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   
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Comment Letter I023 (Clive Merredew, March 29, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I023 (Clive Merredew, March 29, 2010) 

I023-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

See Standard Response 3. 

More detailed information and analysis of noise, vibration, visual, 
business, biological, and public safety impacts and mitigation will be 
included in project-level EIR/EISs. 

I023-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I023-3 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 

the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. See 
Standard Response 10.   

I023-4 
The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in Oakland or not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alterantives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with Oakland Terminus;  Altamont Pass 
with Union City Terminus; Altamont Pass with Oakland and San 
Francisco via  Transbay Tube; Altamont Pass with San Jose, Oakland 
and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Oakland 
and San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San Jose Terminus; 
Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San Francisco via 
Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local service) with 
Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with Altamont 
pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in Oakland will be part of the record that the 
Board considers.  See Standard Response 10.   
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Comment Letter I024 (Renate Merredew, March 29, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I024 (Renate Merredew, March 29, 2010) 

I024-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

I024-2 
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  See also 
Standard Responses 3 and 6.   

I024-3 
The visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR considered the 
visual impact in Atherton and all along the peninsula. The program 
analysis of the visual impacts relied on measurements taken from 
aerial photos. It was determined that the existing right-of-way 
through Atherton was the same width as the right-of-way just north 
of Atherton where there are currently four tracks. Observation from 
the right-of-way determined that most all mature trees, if not all, are 
outside the right-of-way. The Program EIR assumed a retained fill 
through Atherton, not an elevated structure, with the train passing 
over the cross streets on short bridges. The Final Program EIR 
assumed that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 

right-of-way, meaning that trees outside the right-of-way would not 
be removed, although some trimming would be required for 
vegetation intruding on the right-of-way. The trees along the right-
of-way would work to screen the visual impact and noise from the 
project, including any potential soundwalls. 

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of eucalyptus 
trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor will be 
avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor can be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts can be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. Mitigation for preservation of 
existing trees and other flora will be analyzed and reported at the 
project level.   

I024-4 
See Response to Comment I024-3 above. 

I024-5 
See Response to Comment I006-8. 

I024-6 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
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impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I024-7 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I025 (David A. Lewis, April 21, 2010) 

 
 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals 

 
  Page 16-82

 

Response to Letter I025 (David A. Lewis, April 21, 2010) 

I025-1 
Please see Response to Comment I010-1 for a summary of the 
reasons that Pacheco alignment with San Jose and San Francisco 
termini was identified as the preferred alternative in the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  A complete discussion of the reasons for this selection 
is provided in Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  

The Authority agrees that the Altamont alignment has shorter travel 
time between San Francisco and Sacramento, which is noted in the 
Summary table S.8-1 of the Program EIR.  Please note that the 
current capitol corridor schedule shows an on train time of one hour 
and 50 minutes between Sacramento and Emeryville.  To arrive in 
downtown San Francisco then requires a bus service over the Bay 
Bridge shown as an additional 30 minutes. Travel time for an 
express train on the HST Pacheco Alignment between San Francisco 
and Sacramento is one hour and 47 minutes (Table S.8-1, 2008 
Program EIR). The Altamont pass travel time between San Francisco 
and Los Angeles is 2 minutes faster than the Pacheco Alternatives. 

As noted in Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material:  “The Tri-Valley Policy Working Group and Technical 
Advisory Committee (Tri-Valley PAC) took a similar position.  Tri-
Valley PAC is a partnership that includes the cities of Dublin, 
Livermore, Pleasanton, Danville, San Ramon, and Tracy along with 
transportation providers LAVTA, ACE, and BART.  The Tri-Valley 
supports “continued study of high speed rail through the Altamont 
Corridor on the Union Pacific corridor PROVIDED:”  

 “a.  There are no significant Right-of-Way takes. 

 “b.  There is no major aerial structure through Pleasanton.”   

“In addition, the Tri-Valley PAC provided the following comments for 
consideration by the Authority:” 

“The Draft Bay Area EIR/EIS includes a Bay Area HSR alignment that 
would include High Speed Train service through the Pacheco Pass 

and regional overlay service provided through the Altamont pass.  
The Policy Advisory Committee believes that this option may present 
the best way of addressing our concerns and delivering optimal HST 
service to the region as a whole.  The combined 
Altamont/Pacheco(Hybrid) alignment option allows HSR to provide 
frequent service along the most direct route between northern and 
southern California, while still serving the important regional 
transportation corridors in Northern California, including those in the 
Central Valley, the Tri-Valley, and between Sacramento and the Bay 
Area.  The Draft EIR/EIS demonstrates that the corridors served by 
the Altamont alignment include some of the greatest travel demand 
in the entire system.” 

“While providing these important transportation advantages, a 
system that provides service in both major corridors also mitigates 
some of the possible negative impacts identified in the Draft 
EIR/EIS.  Specifically related to the Tri-Valley’s key concerns, it 
would improve the likelihood that HST service could be delivered 
within the existing Union Pacific Right-of-Way without the need for 
major aerial infrastructure, or significant right-of-way acquisition 
through the developed portions of the Tri-Valley.” 

Improvements to the ACE corridor are currently under review by the 
Authority in concert with ACE, the regional planning agencies, and 
BART.  

Please see Response to Comment I010 – 1 regarding the adequacy 
of the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material.  The Authority has revised and recirculated certain 
portions of the May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material.  The purpose of the recirculated 
material is to comply with the final judgment of the Town of 
Atherton litigation.  The Authority does not believe that additional 
revision and recirculation is necessary to fully comply with the court 
judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I026 (Howard W. Morgan, April 24, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I026 - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals 

 
  Page 16-85

 

Comment Letter I026 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I026 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I026 (Howard W. Morgan, April 24, 2010) 

I026-1 
Please see Response to Comment I025-1.  Termination of the HST 
system in Gilroy would not meet the purpose and need of the HST 
system.  The rail right-of-way between Gilroy and Lick (in San Jose) 
is owned by the UPRR, which has stated its opposition to use of its 
right-of-way for HST (please see comment letter O002).  Caltrain 
currently operates 3 trains northbound and 3 trains southbound 
between San Francisco and Gilroy.  Between Gilroy and Lick, this 
service is operated on the UPRR tracks in a UPRR right-of-way that is 
generally 60 feet wide.  This level of service would be inadequate for 
transfers between HST and Caltrain, and expansion of Caltrain 
service levels would require agreement with the UPRR.     

I026-2 
The ridership forecasting took into account future growth in the Bay 
Area (including the East Bay and Peninsula).  See Standard 
Reponse 4. 

I026-3 
Anticipated parking requirements and impacts are reviewed at the 
program level in the 2008 Final Program EIR in Chapter 3.1:  Traffic, 
Transit, Circulation, and Parking.  Detailed design and evaluation of 
parking requirements, sites, and impacts  will be part of subsequent 
project-level environmental documents.  The Authority will consider 
the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I026-4 
The Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train (HST) Program 
EIR/EIS process did not select a vertical alignment.  However, the 
precise alignment and profile options for the HST system in the 
Caltrain Corridor is being further evaluated and refined as a part of 
the ongoing preliminary engineering and project-level environmental 
review.  Use of a trench or tunnel concepts in sensitive areas or 
where it is an appropriate and necessary design option is being 
further evaluated with more detailed study during this phase.  Some 

of the criteria for the evaluation would include overall ground 
footprint, potential right-of-way (ROW) requirements, environmental 
impacts, constructability and construction methods, costs, as well as 
community cohesion (access across existing corridor). 

The PCJPB owns the Caltrain right of way.  The Authority and PCJPB 
have negotiated a memorandum of understanding (MoU) to work 
together on the corridor and to develop a “single vision” for the 
corridor moving forward into the future.  The MoU was approved by 
the California High Speed Rail Authority Board on March 5th, 2009, 
and by the PCJPB on April 2nd, 2009. 

The purpose of this agreement is to establish an initial organizational 
framework whereby CHSRA and PCJPB engage as partners in the 
planning, design and construction of improvements in the Caltrain 
Rail Corridor that will accommodate and serve both the near-term 
and long-term needs of CHSRA intercity high speed rail service and 
PCJPB commuter rail rapid transit service. See also Standard 
Response 10.  

I026-5 
Construction impacts  were discussed in Chapter 3.18 of the 2008 
Final Program EIR and mitigation strategies were discussed under 
the various topics in Chapter 3.  As noted, some construction 
activities may need to be conducted at night resulting in increased 
noise and vibration.  Mitigation strategies regarding noise and 
vibration are discussed in Chapter 3.4 in the Final Program EIR.   
More detailed analyses related to construction impacts including 
noise and vibration will be performed during the project-level 
EIR/EIS analysis, when more detailed design and location 
information will be available.   See also Standard Resonse 6.   

I026-6 
See Standard Response 6. 
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I026-7 
The project-level traffic impact analysis study will consider the 
effects of at-grade crossing closure on  highway/roadway traffic 
Level of Service, vehicular trip  patterns, and changes in vehicular 
accessibility.  This information will be documented in a Traffic, 
Transit, Circulation and Parking Report. 

I026-8 
The Authority did not propose in the 2008 Final Program EIR nor is it 
now proposing to use lanes from US 101 in the south bay. 

I026-9 
Please see Response to Comment I026–1. 
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Comment Letter I027 (Kathy Murphy, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I027 (Kathy Murphy, April 25, 2010) 

I027-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

I027-2 
See Standard Response 3.  
 
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  The noise 
analysis at the project-level will include the cumulative impacts of 
existing noise sources (such as Caltrain) and proposed noise 
sources. 

I027-3 
See Response to Comment 1017-4. 

I027-4 
 See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I027-5 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 
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Comment Letter I028 (Julie Quinlan, April 23, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I028 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I028 (Julie Quinlan, April 23, 2010) 

I028-1 
See Response to Comment I002-2 regarding noise and vibration.    

I028-2 
The visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR considered the 
visual impact in Atherton and all along the peninsula. The program 
analysis of the visual impacts relied on measurements taken from 
aerial photos. It was determined that the existing right-of-way 
through Atherton was the same width as the right-of-way just north 
of Atherton where there are currently four tracks. Observation from 
the right-of-way determined that most all mature trees, if not all, are 
outside the right-of-way. The Program EIR assumed a retained fill 
through Atherton, not an elevated structure, with the train passing 
over the cross streets on short bridges. The Final Program EIR 
assumed that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way, meaning that trees outside the right-of-way would not 
be removed, although some trimming would be required for 
vegetation intruding on the right-of-way. The trees along the right-
of-way would work to screen the visual impact and noise from the 
project, including any potential soundwalls. 

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of eucalyptus 
trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor will be 
avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor can be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts can be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. Mitigation for preservation of 
existing trees and other flora will be analyzed and reported at the 
project level.   

I028-3 
See Response to Comment I028-2 above. 

I028-4 
Construction impacts were discussed in Chapter 3.18 of the 2008 
Final Program EIR and mitigation strategies were discussed under 
the various topics in Chapter 3.  As noted, the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material identified the need for additional property 
along the Caltrain corridor at some locations to be determined at the 
project-level.  More detailed analyses related to impacts to homes 
and businesses during construction and operation will be performed 
during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis when more detailed design 
and location information will be available.  See also Standard 
Response 3 related to project-level detail.   

I028-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.   

I028-6 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 
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I028-7 
See Responses to Comment 1017-4 and O018-9. 

I028-8 
See Response to Comment 1017-4. 

I028-9 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor, Caltrain service, HST catenary system, 
and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in most 
locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-way 
would result in a low impact while in some locations there would be 
a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the follow-on preliminary 
engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, design variations may 
be applied to reduce some of the impacts to properties and visual 
impacts. 

I028-10 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Electromagnetic fields (EMF) 
was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.6 of the May 
2008 Final Program EIR.  The analysis identified that the HST project 

(and it's electrical supply and facilities) would have minimal 
electromagnetic interference (EMI)/EMF exposures at levels for 
which there are no documented health risks are anticipated and that 
EMI/EMF concerns are less than significant at the programmatic level 
under CEQA and not significant under NEPA.  Although exposure to 
EMI/MF is considered less than significant in the Program EIR, in the 
Authority’s prior July 2008 decision it reaffirmed its commitment to 
use design practices and mitigation strategies at the project-specific 
level to avoid EMI and EMF exposure to a practical minimum. The 
Authority rescinded its 2008 decision, and therefore will consider 
adopting similar design practices and mitigation strategies as part of 
a new decision.  These include: 

For EMI: 

1. Design the overhead catenary system, substations, and transmission 
lines to reduce electromagnetic interference to a practical minimum. 

2. Design the project component to minimize arcing and radiation of 
radiofrequency energy. 

3. Choose devices generating radiofrequency with a high degree of 
electromagnetic compatibility. 

4. 4. Where appropriate, add electronic filters to attenuate radiofrequency 
interference. 

5. 5. Relocate receiving antennas and use antenna models with greater 
directional gain where appropriate, particularly for sensitive receptors 
near the HST system. 

6. 6. Comply with the FCC regulations for intentional radiators, such as the 
proposed HST wireless systems. 

7. 7. Establish safety criteria and procedures and personnel practices to 
avoid exposing employees with implantable medical devices to EMF 
levels that may cause interference with such implanted biomedical 
devices. 

For EMF:  

1. Use standard design practices for overhead catenary power supply 
systems and vehicles, including appropriate materials, location and 
spacing of facilities and power supply systems to minimize exposure to 
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receptors over distance, and shielding with vegetation and other 
screening materials. 

2. Design overhead catenary system, substations, and transmission lines 
to reduce the electromagnetic fields to a practical minimum. 

I028-11 
See Standard Response 5.  The Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
addresses those topics identified in the final judgment for the Town 
of Atherton litigation as requiring corrective work under CEQA.  
Hazardous materials and wastes was not one of those topics.  Please 
see Section 3.11 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed 
information and analysis on potential hazardous materials/waste 
impacts and mitigation measures including those related to arsenic 
and naturally occurring asbestos will be included in project-level 
environmental documents.    

As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 

A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I028-12 
The Program EIR developed minority and low-income population 
percentage thresholds to identify locations within the study area 
where there were higher than average concentrations of 
environmental justice communities as compared to the  surrounding 
study area,  city and/or county as a whole.  In addition, the Program 
EIR evaluated size and type of right-of-way needed for the 
alignment alternatives and proximity to environmental justice 
populations.  These factors provide a reasonable indication of where 
potential benefits or disproportionate impacts to minority and low-
income populations would be most likely to occur.  Because this is a 
program-level document, the analysis considered the potential for 
environmental justice impacts on a broad scale.  Additional analysis 
and public outreach  will take place during project-level 
investigations to identify minority and low-income individuals 
including any dispersed locations of these populations and to 
consider potential localized disproportionately high and adverse 
effects.  Site specific noise/vibration, construction, and train 
operational impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, will be 
part of subsequent project-level environmental documents.  The 
Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I028-13 
See Response to Comment I028-11. 
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I028-14 
See Standard Response 5.  Site specific noise/vibration, construction, 
and train operational impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level environmental documents.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I028-15 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.   Site specific 
noise, air quality, and accessibility impacts during construction and 
operation of the HST to sensitive receptors such as schools, will be 
part of subsequent project-level environmental documents.   
Electromagnetic fields (EMF) was also not one of those topics as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Please see Section 3.6 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  The analysis identified that the HST 
project (and it's electrical supply and facilities) would have minimal 
electromagnetic interference (EMI)/EMF exposures at levels for 
which there are no documented health risks are anticipated and that 

EMI/EMF concerns are less than significant at the programmatic level 
under CEQA and not significant under NEPA.  Furthermore, the 
Authority in the CEQA findings and the FRA in the ROD for the 2005 
Statewide Program EIR/EIS adopted design practices and mitigation 
strategies to address potential EMI/EMF issues for the HST system to 
be applied and refined at the project-level in the future.  It is 
anticipated that the use of the design practices and mitigation 
strategies will reduce exposure to EMFs and reduce the potential for 
EMI with biomedical devices to the lowest practical level.   

Standard design practices for overhead catenary power supply 
system substations, transmission lines, and vehicles of the approved 
HST system include the use of appropriate materials, spacing, and, if 
necessary, shielding to avoid potential EMF/EMI impacts and to 
reduce the EMFs and EMI to a practical minimum.  More detailed 
information and analysis on potential EMI/EMF impacts will be 
included in project-level environmental documents.   

I028-16 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I029 (Torre Family, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I029 (Torre Family, April 22, 2010) 

I029-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

See Standard Response 3. 

More detailed information and analysis of visual, biological resources, 
safety, noise, and community cohesion and character impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs. 

I029-2 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I029-3 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I030 (Darren Torre, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I030 (Darren Torre, April 22, 2010) 

I030-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I030-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision. 

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I031 (Loren Gruner, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I031 (Loren Gruner, April 25, 2010) 

I031-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I031-2 
"The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The EIR 
identified mitigation strategies to address noise and vibration 
impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected may reduce or eliminate impacts 
along a particular alignment but would not eliminate altogether the 
impacts of constructing and/or implementing the HST system.  More 
detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  See also 
Standard Response 3. 

I031-3 
 See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I031-4 
The visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR considered the 
visual impact in Atherton and all along the peninsula. The program 
analysis of the visual impacts relied on measurements taken from 

aerial photos. It was determined that the existing right-of-way 
through Atherton was the same width as the right-of-way just north 
of Atherton where there are currently four tracks. Observation from 
the right-of-way determined that most all mature trees, if not all, are 
outside the right-of-way. The Program EIR assumed a retained fill 
through Atherton, not an elevated structure, with the train passing 
over the cross streets on short bridges. The Final Program EIR 
assumed that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way, meaning that trees outside the right-of-way would not 
be removed, although some trimming would be required for 
vegetation intruding on the right-of-way. The trees along the right-
of-way would work to screen the visual impact and noise from the 
project, including any potential soundwalls. 

Your citation of an estimate of the potential removal over 3,000 
trees in Atherton for the HST project is unsupported by a visual 
analysis of aerial photos of the Caltrain right-of-way through 
Atherton.  A quick count of trees adjacent to the right-of-way is 
approximately 250. Many of these trees are well off the right-of-way 
and would not be anticipated to be removed as part of the HST 
project.  

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of trees along 
the Caltrain corridor will be avoided to the extent possible. 
Operational and construction impacts including those related to the 
removal of trees along the Caltrain corridor can be addressed as part 
of project-level EIR/EIS. Specific locations and the scale of impacts 
can be further examined in detail at the project level because they 
are a product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 
identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level.     

I031-5 
The design identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR through 
Atherton depicts a retained fill up to 15 feet. It was determined that 
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the existing right-of-way through Atherton was the same width as 
the right-of-way just north of Atherton where there are currently 
four tracks. Observation from the right-of-way determined that most 
mature trees, if not all, are outside the right-of-way. The Final 
Program EIR assumed a retained fill through Atherton, not an 
elevated structure, with the train passing over the cross streets on 
short bridges. 

The Atherton train station shelter can be moved slightly away from 
its current location if the HST project requires it. The historic Millbrae 
Caltrain station, a much larger structure, was relocated away from 
Millbrae Avenue in 1980 as part of a road widening project. More 
detailed analysis can be conducted at the project-level EIR/EIS. 

I031-6 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 

does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA. 

The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers. 

See also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I032 (Gustavo Eydelsteyn, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I032 (Gustavo Eydelsteyn, April 25, 2010) 

I032-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I032-2 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  Also, visual mitigation 
strategies were included the 2008 Final Program EIR to minimize 
impacts of the project including using aesthetic treatments, 
landscaping, and design.  The Authority Board committed in July 
2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 

project level alternatives screening.  See Standard Response 6 
regarding property value. 

I032-3 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision. 

I032-4 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   

See also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I033 (Cat Westover, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I033 (Cat Westover, April 25, 2010) 

I033-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I033-2 
See Response to Comment I032-2. 

I033-3 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision. 

I033-4 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   

See also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I034 (Anthony E. Wynne, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I034 (Anthony E. Wynne, April 22, 2010) 

I034-1 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

Asian and European High-Speed Rail (HSR) systems have provided, 
and continue to provide, safe and reliable revenue operating 
experience for over 40 years in Japan and over 25 years in France. 
The development of the California HST System is based on existing 
worldwide experience of HST systems. All existing HST systems use 
electric propulsion, with an overhead catenary system, and steel-
wheel-on-steel-rail technology. At their top speeds, all HST systems 
utilize a dedicated, fully grade separated ROW with more stringent 
alignment and maintenance requirements than those typical for 
lower-speed lines. Many HST systems are supported by, and 
connected with, a pre-existing lower-speed, electrified network of 
track and stations. This is widespread in Germany, common in the 
rest of Europe, and used on several lines in Japan and Korea.  

HST have been constructed in many urban environments throughout 
the development of HST starting in Japan in the 1960s and France in 
the 1980s. The Railway Intersection Masaryk / Main Station, Prague, 
in the Czech Republic is one recent example of a four-track, elevated 
structure constructed in the heart of a historic city. As discussed in 
full in Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised Final Program EIR, one of the 
reasons the Pacheco Alignment with termini in San Jose and San 
Francisco is preferred is because it maximizes the use of existing 
publicly owned rail right-of-way through shared-use with improved 
Caltrain commuter services.  The HST is complimentary to Caltrain 
and would share tracks with express Caltrain commuter rail services.  
This is supported by the PCJPB (Caltrain). 

The Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train HST Program 
environmental process did not select a vertical alignment.  However, 
the precise alignment and profile options for the HST system in the 
Caltrain Corridor will be evaluated and refined as a part of the 

project-level preliminary engineering and environmental review if 
this corridor moves forward.  Use of a trench or tunnel concepts in 
sensitive areas or where it is an appropriate and necessary design 
option is being further evaluated with more detailed study during 
this phase.  Some of the criteria for the evaluation would include 
overall ground footprint, potential right-of-way requirements, 
environmental impacts, constructability and construction methods, 
costs, as well as community cohesion (access across existing 
corridor).  The process will also provide an opportunity for the 
communities and cities to comment and provide feedback. 

I034-2 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.  S 

See also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I035 (Anthony E. Wynne, April 19, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I035 (Anthony E. Wynne, April 19, 2010) 

I035-1 
See Response to Comment I005-2.  Concerns regarding potential for 
the HST to result in biological impacts along the Caltrain corridor are 
acknowledged.  More detailed analysis of potential biological impacts 
will be provided during project-level environmental review, when 
more detailed information will be available concerning system design 
and placement, and alignment variations will also be further 
considered. 

I035-2 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.  S 

See also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I036 (Thomas_D_Holt, April 25, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I036 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I036 (Thomas D. Holt, April 25, 2010) 

I036-1 
 See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I036-2 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I036-3 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I036-4 
See Response to Comment I022-3.  More detailed information and 
analysis of noise impacts and mitigation will be included in project-
level EIR/EISs. 

I036-5 
A ranking of alignments in terms of seismic hazards and potential for 
surface rupture (Active and Potentially Active Fault Crossings) is 
provided in Chapter 3.13, Geology of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
allowing for a comparison of relative potential impacts.   Mitigation 
strategies for seismic events are provided in Chapter 3.13.5.  As 
noted in this section:  “Mitigation of potential impacts related to 
geologic and soils conditions must be developed on a site-specific 
basis, based on the results of more detailed (design-level) geologic 
and geotechnical engineering studies.  Consequently, geologic and 
geotechnical mitigation would be identified in subsequent, project-
level analysis rather than at the program level.”   

Chapter 3.13.5A provides mitigation for seismic events, which states:  

The potential for traffic safety issues related to ground shaking 
during a large earthquake cannot be mitigated completely; this holds 
true for most vehicle transportation systems throughout California.  
However, some strategies are available to reduce hazards, including 
the following: 

 Design structures to withstand anticipated ground motion, using 
design options such as redundancy and ductility. 

 Design and engineer all structures for earthquake activity using 
Caltrans Seismic Design Criteria. 

 Prevent liquefaction and seismically induced settlement, and the 
resulting structural damage and traffic hazard impacts, using soil 
densification techniques such as preloading, stone columns, 
deep dynamic compaction or grouting. 

 Design and install foundations resistant to soil liquefaction and 
settlement, e.g. deep foundations. 

 Utilize motion-sensing instruments to provide ground motion 
data and a control system to temporarily shut down HST 
operations during or after an earthquake to reduce risks.” 

 Apply Section 19 requirements from the most current Caltrans 
Standard Specifications to ensure geotechnically stable slopes 
are planned and created, using buttress berms, flattened slopes, 
drains, and/or tie-backs in areas of potential seismically induced 
slope instability. 

Note that steel wheel on rail HST systems have been operated in 
seismically active areas of the world for many years, e.g. the 
Japanese Shinkansen for over 45 years. 

I036-6 
The June 5, 2003 "Report to City Council on Menlo Park Grade 
Separation & New Station Feasibility Study" found that while a four-
track grade separation of Encinal, Glenwood, Oak Grove and 
Ravenswood, would impact mature trees, these trees could be 
moved to provide screening of neighboring properties from the 
completed project. It would also require no "significant permanent 
right-of-way takes from private property owners." 

The introduction of HST to the Caltrain corridor as depicted in the 
2008 Final Program EIR assumed a similar configuration in Menlo 
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Park. While there could be impacts, they would be mitigated to the 
extent feasible. Most residents would see a benefit, as travel across 
the rail corridor would no longer be disrupted by waiting for trains at 
grade crossings. Neighbors who now hear the mandated blowing of 
a horn when any train approaches a grade crossing, four blows in 
the course of 8,000 feet of travel through Menlo Park's grade 
crossing, would have this impact eliminated. 

I036-7 
The commenter states that the analysis improperly used San Carlos 
as typifying an impact to Peninsula cities.  However, a search of the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material found no place where San Carlos 
was used to represent a typical impact.  Because the commenter 
does cite the location of the material referenced, no further response 
can be provided.   

I036-8 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   

See also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

I036-9 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision. 
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Comment Letter I037 (Douglas H. Hamilton, April 25, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I037 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I037 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I037 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I037 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I037 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I037 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I037 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I037 (Douglas H. Hamilton, April 25, 2010) 

I037-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

I037-2 
Comment acknowledged.  The purpose of the 2010 Revised Final 
Program EIR Material is to appropriately address the environmental 
impacts of the alternatives.  The more detail economic issues related 
to development of the High-Speed Train system are part of the 
Authority's ongoing business and fiscal planning. 

I037-3 
The 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material evaluated 21 representative network alternatives for 
connecting the Bay Area to the Central Valley against.  As noted in 
Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material, Chapter 
7 of the 2008 Final Program EIR summarizes and compares the 
relative differences among physical and operational characteristics 
and potential environmental consequences associated with the HST 
alignment alternatives and station location options, including:  
Physical/operational characteristics, Potential environmental impacts. 

This evaluation includes the factors identified in this comment letter.  
Please see Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I037-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Geology and soils was not 
one of those topics.  Please see Section 3.13 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  Due to the dramatic nature of the Diablo Range 
topography and the alignment criteria for HST, long tunnels may be 
required and would be feasible.  More detailed information and 
analysis will be part of a project-level EIR/EIS because the 
determination of impact is a product of the HST system design and 

can only be done at the project level.  See also Standard Response 3 
and Response to Comment I036-5. 

I037-5 
This comment requests consideration of detailed information that 
cannot be known at the program level because the project design 
and engineering has not progressed to the point where that analysis 
can be completed. 

I037-6 
See Response to Comment L022-1. 

I037-7 
Comment acknowledged.  The precise alignment and profile options 
for the HST system in the Caltrain Corridor will be further evaluated 
and refined as part of the preliminary engineering and project-level 
environmental review and will include aerial, trench and/or tunnel 
concepts.  Available right-of-way, impacts on adjacent communities, 
safety, and costs will be among the key factors considered as part of 
this review. 

I037-8 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR examined a “no project” alternative 
and 21 representative network alternatives for connecting the Bay 
Area to the Central Valley.   Included in this range of alternatives 
were 11 Altamont Pass network alternatives, 6 Pacheco Pass 
network alternatives, and 4 Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) network alternatives.  

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material clarified those portions 
of the 2008 Final Program EIR requiring revision or expansion.  With 
this document, the Authority has reviewed a reasonable range of 
alternatives, and review of additional alternatives does not appear to 
be warranted. Please note that the Authority did evaluate HST 
alternatives near State Route 84 and I-580 which were withdrawn 
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from further consideration as summarized below. Also, see Response 
to Comment O012-11. 

SR-84/South of Livermore Alignment Alternative: This alignment 
alternative was eliminated from further investigation because it 
would have high potential impacts to the natural environment and to 
agricultural lands. This alignment alternative would cut through 
agricultural areas and undeveloped conservation easements, 
increasing habitat fragmentation. The SR-84/South of Livermore 
alignment alternative would have greater potential impacts to high 
value aquatic resources and threatened and endangered species 
than other alignment alternatives through the Tri-Valley (Livermore, 
Pleasanton, and Dublin) area. 

SR-84/I-580/UPRR Alignment Alternative: This alignment alternative 
was eliminated from further investigation because it would have high 
potential impacts to the natural environment and agricultural lands. 
This alignment alternative would have the same issues as presented 
for the SR-84/South of Livermore alignment alternative (see above).  
Moving the alignment north to parallel Altamont Pass Road would 
only increase the impacts to the surrounding natural environment. 

Along the west shore line of the Bay, the proposed route is along the 
powerline corridor but that corridor is within the jurisdiction of the 
BCDC. The CHSRA alignment alternative follow existing 
transportation Caltrain corridor.  The impacts and benefits of the 
CHSRA alignments in urbanized areas are traded for impacts and 
benefits of a rural alignment. Evidence of some of the obvious 
potential impacts of the proposed alignment have been presented 
above. There is no benefit that stands in favor of the entire 
alignment verses the Altamont alignments already considered in the 
2008 Final Program EIR. 

We do not believe the proposed alternative alters the basic 
comparison between Altamont Pass and Pacheco Pass network 
alternatives that serve both San Francisco and San Jose.  We do not 
believe the proposed alternative merits further consideration. 
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Comment Letter I038 (Mike Caggiano, April 12, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I038 (Mike Caggiano, April 12, 2010) 

I038-1 
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.   
 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 

the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  
 
The potential noise and vibration effects of the HST operations will 
be estimated and assessed using the Federal Railroad Administration 
(FRA) guidance contained in their “High-Speed Ground 
Transportation Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Report” 
October 2005.  The assessments will be done for representative 
residential receivers located along each of the HST Project sections. 
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Comment Letter I039 (Jennifer Sandmeyer, April 24, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I039 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I039 (Jennifer Sandmeyer, April 24, 2010) 

I039-1 
See Response to Comment 1017-4.  Visual impacts of the HST 
system for the San Francisco to San Jose corridor were evaluated at 
the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR.  
As noted in the Final Program EIR, in most locations the addition of 
two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-way would result in a low 
impact while in some locations there would be a high visual impact 
such as where vegetation and landscaping would be removed, 
addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where the HST alignment 
would pass over roadways.  However, overall the visual impact was 
identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised Draft EIR Material 
identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would be 
required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San 
Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the follow-on preliminary 
engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, design variations may 
be applied to reduce some of the impacts to properties and visual 

impacts.  A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST 
service to the Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project 
level engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts would be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I039-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I040 (John Neil, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I040 (John Neil, April 24, 2010) 

I040-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.   See Standard Response 7. 

I040-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I040-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I040-4 
The FRA does have noise and vibration criteria that applies to 
schools in their “High-Speed Ground Transportation Noise and 
Vibration Impact Assessment Report” October 2005.  This criteria will 
be used to assess the possible effects of the HST operations on all 
schools along the Peninsula.  Construction noise and vibration at 
schools would also be assessed based on both FRA and local noise 
ordinance limits.  Also see Standard Response 5. 

I040-5 
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into  project-
level alternatives screening.  The March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.   

Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution. The 
Authority is not currently undertaking real property acquisition.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 as amended and Title VI and Title 
VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, respectively.  See the 
2008 Final Program regarding notification of the availability of 2005 
Draft Program EIR, 2008 Final Program EIR, and also see the 
Preface of the 2010 Revised Final Program EIR Material related to 
notification of the Revised Draft Program EIR.  At the program-level 
minority and low-income populations along the alignment 
alternatives and around station locations were identified as discussed 
in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  Also see 
Standard Response 7.  

In no location are 40-foot tall soundwalls proposed or feasible to 
construct.  The design of noise barriers appropriate for the proposed 
HST would depend on the location and height of noise-sensitive 
buildings, as well as the speeds of the trains.  Noise barriers 8–10 ft 
tall could be installed where speeds are relatively low (i.e., wheel/rail 
noise dominates).  Higher noise barriers of 12–16 ft might be used 
to reduce noise to taller buildings or where speeds are high in noise-
sensitive areas.  In many locations, noise barriers could be installed 
on one side of the track only because of the location and proximity 
of noise-sensitive areas.  More detailed consideration of noise 
impacts and mitigation measures such as soundwalls or other noise 
reducing measures will be included in project-level environmental 
documents.     

I040-6 
More detailed analysis of noise impacts and mitigation will be 
undertaken in the project-level EIR/EISs.  The commenter states 
that the HST should be put in a tunnel to avoid problems.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
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alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options are being considered in preliminary alternatives 
screening for project-level environmental documents can be found 
on the Authority's website.  As required by CEQA and NEPA, a no 
project alternative is included in the the Program EIR/EIS and will be 
included in the project-level EIR/EISs.  See Standard Response 3. 

I040-7 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 

 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I041 (Jeffrey Castaline, April 9, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I041 (Jeffrey Castaline, April 9, 2010) 

I041-1 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  Also, visual mitigation 
strategies were included the 2008 Final Program EIR to minimize 
impacts of the project including using aesthetic treatments, 
landscaping, and design.  The Authority Board committed in July 

2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  

 
  

 
 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals 

 
  Page 16-137

 

Comment Letter I042 (Deanna M. Campbell, April 21, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I042 (Deanna M. Campbell, April 21, 2010) 

I042-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

I042-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

I042-3 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 

I042-4 
Comment acknowledged.  Refer to Chapters 1 and 2 of the 2008 
Final Program EIR for a discussion of the project purpose and need 
and alternatives.  Also see Chapter 5, Costs.  See Standard Response 
6 regarding property values. 

I042-5 
Comment acknowledged. Substantial outreach has occured 
throughout the Bay Area for people to participate in the 
environmental process. Please see Chapter 10, Public and Agency 
Involvement, in the 2008 Final Program EIR. The scoping activities 
for the Bay Area to Central Valley HST Draft Program EIR/EIS were 
conducted between November 15 and December 16, 2005 and 

included meetings in San Jose, San Francisco and four other cities.  
The Authority held a total of eight public hearings, including in San 
Jose and San Francisco to present the Draft Program EIR/EIS and to 
receive public comments between August 23, 2007 and September 
26, 2007.  The Authority has endeavored to provide the broadest 
possible notice of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  
Notification was provided in 8 newspapers including the San 
Francisco Examiner and San Jose Mercury News. A Notice of 
Availability and Notice of a Public Meeting postcard was further 
distributed to over 50,000 individuals identified as part of on-going 
project-level engineering and environmental studies.  The Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material and a Notice of Availability and of a 
Public Meetings was also made available to 16 libraries for public 
viewing.  Two public meetings were held on April 7, 2010 in San 
Jose on the Revised Draft Program EIR. Both of these meetings did 
not end until everyone had the ability to speak.   If the Authority 
proceeds with a network alternative that involves the Bay Area at the 
project level, the Authority will continue its efforts at public outreach 
in the  area.      
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Comment Letter I043 (Patricia A. Baumgartner, April 20, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I043 (Patricia A. Baumgartner, April 20, 2010) 

I043-1 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 

I043-2 
Chapter 3.1,  Traffic, Transit, Circulation, and Parking of the 2008 
Final Program EIR reviews the program level traffic impacts and 
provides proposed mitigation strategies.  Detailed traffic analysis will 
be performed for the project-level EIR/EIS.  Potential for traffic 
congestion to change or disrupt access or circulation of emergency 
vehicles will also be evaluated.  Feasible mitigation measures will be 

proposed at this stage. The results of the traffic analysis will be 
documented in the project-level EIR/EIS. 

I043-3 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 
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Comment Letter I044 (Anne Brocchini, April 27, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I044 (Anne Brocchini, April 27, 2010) 

I044-1 
The Authority disagrees with your statement. See Response to 
Comment L003-4. 

I044-2 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I045 (Anita King, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I045 (Anita King, April 22, 2010) 

I045-1 
Comments acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I046 (Dee Harrell Mooring, April 20, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I046 (Dee Harrell Mooring, April 20, 2010) 

I046-1 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 

I046-2 
See Standard Responses 6 and 7. 

I046-3 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project-level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project-level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process.  

I046-4 
 The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 

requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Noise was not one of those 
topics.  Please see Section 3.4 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR.  
The design of noise barriers appropriate for the proposed HST would 
depend on the location and height of noise-sensitive buildings, as 
well as the speeds of the trains.  Noise barriers 8–10 ft tall could be 
installed where speeds are relatively low (i.e., wheel/rail noise 
dominates).  Higher noise barriers of 12–16 ft might be used to 
reduce noise to taller buildings or where speeds are high in noise-
sensitive areas.  In many locations, noise barriers could be installed 
on one side of the track only because of the location and proximity 
of noise-sensitive areas.  In no location are 40-foot tall soundwalls 
proposed or feasible to construct.  More detailed consideration of 
noise impacts and mitigation measures such as soundwalls or other 
noise reducing measures will be included in project-level 
environmental documents.  See Standard Response 6. 

I046-5 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I047 (Peggy Bruggman, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I047 (Peggy Bruggman, April 26, 2010) 

I047-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

See Standard Response 3.   
 
More detailed information and analysis of noise, air quality, 
community, and business impacts and mitigation will be included in 
project-level EIR/EISs. 
 
As noted in Table 2.5-4 of the 2008 Final Program EIR/EIS (page 2-
43), the US 101 option was rejected from further consideration.  As 

shown in the table, principal reasons for rejection of these 
alignments included construction, right-of-way, and environmental 
concerns, particularly visual and land use (right-of-way acquisition) 
impacts.  

Also see Standard Responses 1, 2, and 3. 
 
I047-2 

Comment acknowledged.  The Authority is aware of its obligations to 
avoid and mitigate impacts and we believe this Revised Final 
Program EIR complies with CEQA.  Please see Standard Response 10 
regarding the commenter's proposed alternatives.  The selection of 
the network alternative to connect the San Francisco Bay Area to the 
Central Valley will be made the Authority board and the board will 
consider all the alternatives discussed in the Program EIR. 

 

 

 

 
 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals 

 
  Page 16-149

 

Comment Letter I048 (Susan E. Lazear, April 21, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I048 (Susan E. Lazear, April 21, 2010) 

I048-1 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Noise was not one of those 
topics.  Please see Chapter 3.4 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR.  
The design of noise barriers appropriate for the proposed HST would 
depend on the location and height of noise-sensitive buildings, as 
well as the speeds of the trains.  Noise barriers 8–10 ft tall could be 
installed where speeds are relatively low (i.e., wheel/rail noise 
dominates).  Higher noise barriers of 12–16 ft might be used to 
reduce noise to taller buildings or where speeds are high in noise-
sensitive areas.  In many locations, noise barriers could be installed 
on one side of the track only because of the location and proximity 
of noise-sensitive areas.  In no location are 40-foot tall soundwalls 
proposed or feasible to construct.  More detailed consideration of 
noise impacts and mitigation measures such as soundwalls or other 
noise reducing measures will be included in project-level 
environmental documents.   

I048-2 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority has sought to utilize 
existing transportation corridors to the greatest extent feasible to 

minimize environmental impacts.  Aligning the HST system with 
existing transportation corridors also presents opportunities to 
minimize the need for private property acquisitions in some areas.  
Specific property that may be necessary to implement a particular 
project level alignment alternative will be addressed during the 
project-level environmental process.   
 
I048-3 

See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 

I048-4 
Amtrak currently does not serve the City of San Francisco but rather 
travels in the east bay only.  The proposed HST system would 
provide direct service to northern California’s major hub airport at 
SFO and major transit, business, and tourism center at downtown 
San Francisco. 
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Comment Letter I049 (Cheryl Dean, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I049 (Cheryl Dean, April 24, 2010) 

I049-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The purpose of the Bay Area to Central 
Valley Revised Final Program EIR is to approriately address the 
environmental impacts of the alternatives.  If the Authority Board 
chooses to move forward with the high-speed train project in the 
study area, it will consider the adoption of mitigation strategies to 
address identified environmental impacts. 

I049-2 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 

The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers. 
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Comment Letter I050 (Anne Anderson, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I050 (Anne Anderson, April 25, 2010) 

I050-1 
The commenter expresses concerns that the HST would impact 
people's health in a negative way, but does not state how this would 
occur.  Several health-related topics were addressed at the program 
level in the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in the 2010 Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material, including noise and vibration, air quality, 
safety, and hazardous materials.  Additional analysis of these topics 
will be included during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis. 
 
Impacts to aesthetics and visual resources are discussed in Chapter 
3.9 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Chapter 3.9 identified potential 
visual impacts of the HST including catenary, soundwalls, fencing, 
electrical substations, overcrossings, bridges, tunnel portals, walls, 
stations, and support facilities.  As noted in Chapter 3.9, the 

Authority is committed to working with local agencies and 
communities during subsequent project-level environmental review 
to develop systemwide design elements that draw from the best 
practices worldwide and work at the project-level of design and 
analysis to develop context-sensitive aesthetic designs and 
treatments for HST infrastructure.  Visual impacts will also be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. 
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Comment Letter I051 (Anna Kuhre, April 25, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I051 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I051 (Anna Kuhre, April 25, 2010) 

I051-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

I051-2 
See Responses to Comment 1017-4 and O018-9. 

I051-3 
Comment acknowledged.  The revised project description between 
San Jose and Gilroy would not result in changes to the discussion of 
cultural resources beyond what was identified in the 2010 Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material related to Keesling's shade trees.  The 
analysis for cultural resources is included in the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR, Chapter 3.12, Cultural Resources and Paleontological 
Resources.  Under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (36 CFR § 800), the procedures to be followed at the project 
level include identification of resources, evaluation of their 
significance under the National Register of Historic Places and CEQA, 
identification of any substantial adverse effects, and evaluation of 
potential mitigation measures.  Specific resources within the Area of 
Potential Effects will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because the identification of potentially affected resources and 
project effects and mitigation are dependent on the HST location 
and system design, and can only be done at the project level.  See 
Standard Response 3 and Response to Comment L003-79.    

I051-4 
Please see Response to Comment L003-105 and Standard Response 
2 regarding the tiered EIR process. 

I051-5 
Comment acknowledged.  See Standard Response 4. 

I051-6 
The Authority disagrees with the comment. 

I051-7 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I051-8 
The state legislature and the voters of California can pass additional 
legislation and measures.   

The Superior Court in the Town of Atherton case held the Authority 
has substantial evidence supporting the elimination of I-280 
alignment alternative from study in the 2008 Bay Area to Central 
Valley Program EIR.  See Appendix A of the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR (page 19).  The Authority and the FRA considered a 
potential HST alternative along I-280 between San Francisco and 
San Jose as part of the Statewide Program EIR/EIS process and the 
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Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR/EIS process.  The I-280 
alternative was screened out from further study in the program 
environmental documents for practicability reasons.  The Authority 
and FRA revisited this alignment alternative as part of the 
alternatives screening for the project level environmental 
documents.  The alternatives analysis affirmed the previous 
conclusions that this alternative was not practicable. 

The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 

service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers. 

I051-9 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I052 (Nicole Blair, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I052 (Nicole Blair, April 22, 2010) 

I052-1 
The Authority has endeavored to provide the broadest possible 
notice of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material and the prior 
2008 Final Program EIR.  Notification of both documents was 
provided in newspapers including the San Francisco Examiner and 
San Jose Mercury News and notices were distributed to city officials 
and agencies as well as the general public.  For the 2010 Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material, the Authority distributed a Notice of 
Availability and Notice of a Public Meeting postcard  to over 50,000 
individuals identified as part of on-going project-level engineering 
and environmental studies.  If the Authority proceeds with a network 
alternative that involves Peninsula cities at the project level, the 
Authority will continue its efforts at public outreach along the 
Peninsula. 

I052-2 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors 
to the greatest extent feasible to minimize environmental impacts.  
Aligning the HST system with existing transportation corridors also 
presents opportunities to minimize the need for private property 
acquisitions in some areas.  Specific property that may be necessary 
to implement a particular project level alignment alternative will be 
addressed during the project-level environmental process. See also 
Standard Response 3. 
 
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website. 

I052-3 
The alignment depicted in the 2008 Final Program EIR through this 
neighborhood would run at the same grade as the existing Caltrain 
tracks north of Monte Diablo Avenue. The same streets that cross 
under the Caltrain tracks would cross under the Caltrain/HST tracks, 
maintaining the same connections between east and west parts of 
San Mateo. 

I052-4 
Comments acknowledged. For more information on the funding plan, 
please see the Authority's Business Plan. 

I052-5 
 The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those 
topics identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton 
litigation as requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction 
impacts was not one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, 
Chapter 3.18, describes construction methods and typical impacts.  
Mitigation strategies were discussed under the various topics in 
Chapter 3 of the Final Program EIR.  More detailed impact analyses 
related to HST system construction including trackway, stations, 
maintenance facilities, transmission lines, staging areas, and other 
project elements will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS 
analysis, when more detailed design, location, and phasing/duration 
information will be available for the selected HST alignment.  The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I052-6 
See Standard Response 6. 

I052-7 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to avoid 
problems.  The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, 
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tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has 
been carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater 
detail about tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can be 
found on the Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3. 
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Comment Letter I053 (Bertha H. Sanchez, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I053 (Bertha H. Sanchez, April 26, 2010) 

I053-1 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    

As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 

A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 

Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I053-2 
See Standard Response 7. 

I053-3 
The ridership forecasts were developed in a multi-year effort by 
experts in the field of transportation demand modeling and overseen 
by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission.  See Standard 
Response 4. 

I053-4 
See Standard Response 10 regarding the San Jose terminus options.  
The splitting and joining trains of trainsets is discussed in Section 
4.3.D of the 2008 Final Program EIR. For additional response on 
“train splitting” see Comment Response O012-27.   The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  The Authority will consider the comment as 
part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I053-5 
The HST project under consideration in the Program EIR includes 
grade separations to fully separate the HST from local automobile 
and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is therefore anticipated to 
improve existing safety conditions in those areas like the Caltrain 
corridor between San Francisco and San Jose that have current 
problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due to auto/rail grade 
crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully access-controlled 
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guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access controls on the HST 
guideway, combined with the grade separation, are anticipated to 
eliminate rather than increase the current condition on the Caltrain 
corridor of easy pedestrian access to the rail tracks.  The HST 
system includes state-of-the-art safety, signaling, and automated 
train control systems to minimize the potential for derailment.  The 
Authority would build upon the extensive experience of HST 
operation in other countries.  Future HST Operations Plans will 
include emergency response measures.  FRA regulations also 
address safety concerns, and this system would comply with those 
regulations. A  System Safety and Security Program Plan (SSPP) will 
be prepared at the project level to define safety and security goals 
and objectives. 

I053-6 
See Standard Response 3.  
 
More detailed information and analysis of noise, hazardous materials, 
and aesthetic impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level 
EIR/EISs.  The vibration analysis at the project-level will include the 
cumulative impacts of existing vibration sources (such as Caltrain) 
and proposed vibration sources. 

I053-7 
As stated in Chapter 2.3.1 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material includes Section:  “Since 1994, three planning and feasibility 
studies and a statewide program EIR/EIS have been completed 
under the direction of the California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans), the former California Intercity High Speed Rail 
Commission (Commission), and the Authority.  The specific scopes of 
work of the feasibility studies differed, but they all focused on 
identifying potential HST technologies and corridors and broadly 
evaluated their feasibility.  The three feasibility studies culminated in 
the Authority’s final business plan (Business Plan) for an 
economically viable HST system that would serve major metropolitan 
areas of California (California High-Speed Rail Authority 2000).  Also, 

in 1997, the FRA published High-Speed Ground Transportation for 
America, a national study examining the commercial feasibility of 
new high-speed ground transportation systems (Federal Railroad 
Administration 1997).  This commercial feasibility study uniformly 
applied economic principles to weigh likely investment needs, 
operating performance, and social benefits of different types of train 
services in regional travel markets.  The Authority followed these 
principles and in the Business Plan defined a practical approach to 
construct, operate, and finance an HST system that would yield solid 
financial returns to the state and provide potentially dramatic 
transportation benefits to all Californians.  A preferred alignment and 
potential station locations were selected for most of the proposed 
statewide HST system as part of the final statewide program EIR/EIS 
(California High-Speed Rail Authority and Federal Railroad 
Administration 2005).  However, between the San Francisco Bay 
Area and Central Valley, a broad corridor was identified for further 
evaluation. 

The following Chapter 2.3.2 goes on to note:  “…The HST Alternative 
was the selected system alternative and was identified as the 
environmentally preferred alternative under NEPA, as well as the 
environmentally superior alternative under CEQA.  To serve the 
same number of travelers as the HST system was projected to carry 
by 2020, California would have to build nearly 3,000 lane-miles of 
freeway, plus five new airport runways and 90 departure gates at a 
cost two to three times more than the HST Alternative.  The 
program EIR/EIS concluded that high-speed trains can decrease 
dependency on foreign oil, preserve energy, decrease air pollutants, 
and discourage sprawl while having less impact on the natural 
environment than expanding highways and airports.” 

As shown, the Authority has reviewed alternatives to HST 
extensively.  
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Comment Letter I054 (Dorothy M. H. Chow, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I054 (Dorothy M. H. Chow, April 26, 2010) 

I054-1 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 

I054-2 
The revised project description between San Jose and Gilroy would 
not result in changes to the discussion of cultural resources beyond 
what was identified in the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
related to Keesling's shade trees.  The analysis for cultural resources 
was included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.12, 
Cultural Resources and Paleontological Resources.  Under Section 
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR § 800), the 
procedures to be followed at the project level include identification of 
resources, evaluation of their significance under the National 
Register of Historic Places and CEQA, identification of any substantial 
adverse effects, and evaluation of potential mitigation measures.  
Specific resources within the Area of Potential Effects will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because the identification of 
potentially affected resources and project effects and mitigation are 
dependent on the HST location and system design, and can only be 
done at the project level.  See Standard Response 3 and Response 
to Comment L003-79.    

I054-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 

hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I054-4 
The ridership and revenue modeling and resulting forecasts provide 
an appropriate tool for the environmental analysis for which it has 
been used.  See Standard Response 4.  The May 2008 Final Program 
EIR analyzes a Pacheco Pass network alternative that would 
terminate in San Jose.  If the Authority Board selects the Caltrain 
Corridor as part of the preferred network alternative, additional 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals 

 
  Page 16-167

 

consideration will be given to profile variations that may reduce 
impacts. 
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Comment Letter I055 (Nigel and Anita King, April 9, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I055 (Nigel and Anita King, April 9, 2010) 

I055-1 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid problems.  The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3.  
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Comment Letter I056 (Beth A. Young, April 12, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I056 (Beth A. Young, April 12, 2010) 

I056-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  
 
See Standard Response 3. 
 
More detailed impact analyses will be conducted as part of the 
project-level EIR/EISs for the alternatives carried forward, once 
engineering and design has progressed to a point that will allow this 
level of evaluation.  More detailed information and analysis of noise, 
visual, and community mpacts and mitigation will be included in 
project-level EIR/EISs. 

I056-2 
An HST system Safety and Security Program Plan (SSPP) will be 
prepared at the project level to define safety and security goals and 
objectives.  The SSPP will include a Crime Prevention through 

Environmental Design component in order to reduce opportunities 
for violence and crime. 

I056-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.   Operational, construction, 
and maintenance impacts will be addressed as part of a project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts, such as graffiti, 
will be further examined in detail at the project level because they 
are a product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 
identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level. Procedures for 
maintaining the HST's infrastructure will be detailed in the project-
level EIR/EIS. Potential deterrents to graffiti could include 
introducing vines to the concrete surfaces of columns and walls, 
dense landscaping to obscure columns and walls, and maintenance 
agreements to ensure the timely removal of any potential graffiti. 

I056-4 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I056-5 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
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Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I057 (Mark and Ellen Kaufman, April 20, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I057 (Mark and Ellen Kaufman, April 20, 2010) 

I057-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The revised project description between 
San Jose and Gilroy would not result in changes to the discussion of 
cultural resources beyond what was identified in the 2010 Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material related to Keesling's shade trees.  The 
analysis for cultural resources is included in the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR, Chapter 3.12, Cultural Resources and Paleontological 
Resources.  Under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (36 CFR § 800), the procedures to be followed at the project 
level include identification of resources, evaluation of their 
significance under the National Register of Historic Places and CEQA, 

identification of any substantial adverse effects, and evaluation of 
potential mitigation measures.  Specific resources within the Area of 
Potential Effects will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because the identification of potentially affected resources and 
project effects and mitigation are dependent on the HST location 
and system design, and can only be done at the project level.  
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Comment Letter I058 (Stephanie Saba, April 23, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I058 (Stephanie Saba, April 23, 2010) 

I058-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified 
that the HST project would result in significant impacts to the 
physical environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in the 
EIR each involve adverse environmental impacts, along with 
substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In 
addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, 
significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though 
the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  

I058-2 
See Standard Response 6. 

I058-3 
See Standard Response 3.  
 
More detailed information and analysis of vibration impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  The vibration 
analysis at the project-level will include the cumulative impacts of 
existing vibration sources (such as Caltrain) and proposed vibration 
sources. 

I058-4 
As discussed in the Response to Comment I058-3, the HST 
environmental document is a program-level document.  More 

detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and mitigation will 
be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  The noise analysis at the 
project-level will include the cumulative impacts of existing noise 
sources (such as Caltrain) and proposed noise sources. 

I058-5 
As discussed in the Response to Comment I058-3, the HST 
environmental document is a program-level document.  More 
detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and mitigation will 
be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  The noise analysis at the 
project-level will include the cumulative impacts of existing noise 
sources (such as Caltrain) and proposed noise sources. 

I058-6 
As discussed in Response to Comment I058-4, more detailed 
information and analysis of noise impacts and mitigation will be 
included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis will identify the 
location and severity of impacts and will consider intervening 
structures (or lack thereof) with the project.    

I058-7 
 See Response to Comment 1052-5 regarding construction.   

I058-8 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property value.   
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Comment Letter I059 (Ben Toy, April 26, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I059 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I059 (Ben Toy, April 26, 2010) 

I059-1 
See Response to Comment I002-2 regarding noise and vibration.    

I059-2 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority has received a number of 
comments expressing concern over the impacts of the HST being 
placed an elevated structure.  The Authority is evaluating multiple 
profile alternatives at the project level including at-grade and below 
grade alternatives (trench and tunnel) in addition to an aerial profile.   

I059-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS.   The Authority Board committed in July 2008 
to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website. See also Standard Responses 3 
and 6. 

I059-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Section 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.   

Site specific noise, air quality, and accessibility impacts during 
construction and operation of the HST to sensitive receptors such as 
schools, will be part of subsequent project-level environmental 
documents.  The Authority will consider the comment as part of the 
project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I059-5 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I060 (Brian Barron, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I060 (Brian Barron, April 25, 2010) 

I060-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  
 
See Standard Response 3. 
 
More detailed information and analysis of noise and community 
mpacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs. 
 
The HST system will need to be completely grade separated on the 
peninsula corridor, eliminating both the train horn noise and the bell 
noise from the grade-crossing protection devices.  See Standard 
Response 6 regarding property values. 
I060-2 

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Public parks and recreation 
was not one of those topics.  Parks and recreational issues are 
discussed Chapter 3.16 Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources (Public Parks 
and Recreation) of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed 
analyses related to impacts on recreational resources, including the 
proposed park at Alma Plaza, during construction and operation will 
be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis when more 
detailed design and location information will be available.  See 
Chapter 3.4, Noise and Vibration, and Chapter 3.9, Aesthetics and 
Visual Resources, regarding impacts and mitigation strategies.  See 
also Standard Response 3. 

I060-3 
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  The noise 
analysis at the project-level will model future noise conditions with 
the project, and with any proposed mitigation.  The Authority Board 
committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid 
and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and 
at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 
program decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives 
has been carried forward into the project level alternatives 
screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench options being 
considered in preliminary alternatives screening for project-level 
environmental documents can be found on the Authority's website.  
See also Standard Responses 3, 5, and 6. 

I060-4 
See Standard Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I061 (Joanne Bennett, April 25, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I061 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I061 (Joanne Bennett, April 25, 2010) 

I061-1 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 

contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I061-2 
 See Response to Comment 1052-5 regarding construction. 

I061-3 
See Response to Comment I028-11. 

I061-4 
The Superior Court in the Town of Atherton case held the Authority 
has substantial evidence supporting the elimination of I-280 
alignment alternative from study in the 2008 Bay Area to Central 
Valley Program EIR.  See Appendix A of the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR (page 19).  The Authority and the FRA considered a 
potential HST alternative along I-280 between San Francisco and 
San Jose as part of the Statewide Program EIR/EIS process and the 
Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR/EIS process.  The I-280 
alternative was screened out from further study in the program 
environmental documents for practicability reasons.  The Authority 
and FRA revisited this alignment alternative as part of the 
alternatives screening for the project level environmental 
documents.  The alternatives analysis affirmed the previous 
conclusions that this alternative was not practicable. 

I061-5 
See Response to Comment I002-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I061-6 
The visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR considered the 
relative impacts along the entire Caltrain corridor. For the majority of 
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the corridor, the HST would have a low visual impact. A detailed 
impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the Caltrain 
corridor will be undertaken as part of project level engineering and 
environmental analyses.  Operational, construction, and maintenance 
impacts will be addressed as part of a project-level EIR/EIS.  Specific 
locations and the scale of impacts can be further examined in detail 
at the project level because they are a product of the HST system 
design, and the detail necessary to identify the presence of the 
impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can only be done at 
the project level.  

Procedures for maintaining the HST's infrastructure can be detailed 
in the project-level EIR/EIS. Potential deterrents to graffiti could 
include introducing vines to the concrete surfaces of columns and 
walls, dense landscaping to obscure columns and walls, and 
maintenance agreements to ensure the timely removal of any 
potential graffiti. 

I061-7 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid problems.  The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 6. 

I061-8 
Please see Standard Response 10.  The Authority acknowledges that 
it must, and fully intends to, give fair consideration to all of the 
information in the 2008 Final Program EIR, the 2010 Draft and Final 
Revised Program EIR Material, and the entire record, including public 
comment,  before it makes a new decision. 
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Comment Letter I062 (Rebekah and Thomas Butler, April 24, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I062 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I062 (Rebekah and Thomas Butler, April 24, 2010) 

I062-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

I062-2 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I062-3 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The Final Program EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, 
the Final Program EIR discloses that regardless of alternative 
selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, 
though the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  Accordingly, a change in the alternative selected would 
reduce or eliminate impacts to views along a particular alignment but 
would not eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

Refer also to the 2008 Final Program EIR, Appendix 2D, Sheet CC 3 
of 6.  The HST alignment through the Hayward Park station at the 
program level is shown as at-grade. The alignment would rise to a 
retained fill to pass over the succession of streets in downtown San 
Mateo. Through the Hayward Park neighborhood, the HST could 
most likely be screened from the neighborhood by a landscaped 
sound wall, as noted in your comment letter. The elevation of the 
railway and the design of the grade separations in downtown San 
Mateo can be determined in the project-level EIR/EIS, where greater 
input from the community and stakeholders can guide detailed 
engineering designs, including mitigations for the concerns listed by 
the commenter. 

I062-4 
See Response to Comments I005-7 and I006-8. 

I062-5 
 See Response to Comment 1052-5 regarding construction. 

I062-6 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Air quality and global climate 
change was not one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.3 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR.  Note that the California Air Resources 
Board has identified the high-speed train system as "part of the 
statewide strategy to provide more mobility choice and reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions."  (ARB, Climate Change Scoping Plan, p. 
56.)  Transportation improvements can be costly, whether for a new 
or expanded airport, a new or expanded freeway, or a new or 
expanded rail system.   

For the 2005 Statewide Program EIR, the Authority and FRA 
evaluated a “modal” alternative—a combination of air and highway 
expansions—with the HST alternative.  As noted in the Record of 
Decision for the 2005 Statewide Program EIR, the analysis in the 
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Statewide Program EIR confirms that the capacity of California’s 
intercity transportation system is insufficient to meet existing and 
future demand, and the current and projected future congestion of 
the system will continue to result in deteriorating air quality, reduced 
reliability, and increased travel times.  The state’s intercity 
transportation system has not kept pace with the tremendous 
increase in the population and tourism in the state.  The evaluation 
in the Statewide Program EIR indicates that the Modal Alternative, 
improvement to existing highway and air modes of intercity travel, 
would help meet projected needs for intercity travel in 2020, but 
would not satisfy the purpose and objectives of the program as well 
as the HST alternative.  In addition the capital cost of the Modal 
Alternative would be over two times the estimated capital cost of the 
HST Alternative, and the Modal Alternative would have considerably 
less sustainable capacity than the HST Alternative to serve 
California’s intercity travel needs beyond 2020.  The evaluation in 
the Statewide Program EIR further indicates that the HST Alternative 
is more effective in meeting the program objectives within the time 
frame needed and would result in fewer adverse impacts than the 
Modal or No Project Alternatives.   

Implementation of HST would result in energy savings, air quality 
improvement and transportation capacity improvements, as 
compared to the No Project Alternative.  In addition to meeting the 
program objectives, HST would also provide environmental benefits 
in the form of increased efficiency in energy use for transportation, 
decreased energy consumption [e.g., oil fuels consumption], 
improved air quality, improved travel conditions (including mobility, 
safety, reliability, travel times, and connectivity and accessibility) and 
reduced vehicle-miles-traveled for intercity trips.  Given the 
environmental benefits it would provide and relative potential for 
adverse environmental impact, the HST Alternative is the 
environmentally preferable alternative. (Federal Record of Decision 
on Statewide Program EIS.) 

Also refer to Chapter 2.5, Energy, in the 2008 Final Program EIR for 
a discussion of the construction energy required at the program-level 
for the project.  Energy savings resulting from operation of the HST 

would repay the construction energy over a short period of time.  
Project-level analysis would include detailed construction staging, 
sequencing, methods, and practices to support a quantitative 
analysis of construction energy consumption. 

I062-7 
Comment acknowledged.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified 
that the HST project would result in significant impacts to the 
physical environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in the 
EIR each involve adverse environmental impacts, along with 
substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In 
addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, 
significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though 
the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  

I062-8 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding Level of detail for impacts 
analysis and mitigation.  The Authority Board committed in July 2008 
to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including property impacts, by considering trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade alignments between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Please see response to comment I062 – 3. 

I062-9 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I063 (Jeff Grabow, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I063 (Jeff Grabow, April 26, 2010) 

I063-1 
This is not a comment on the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.   The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses 
those topics identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton 
litigation as requiring corrective work under CEQA.  The purpose of 
the project was not one of those topics. See Chapter 1, Purpose and 
Need and Objectives, in the 2008 Final Program EIR.   

I063-2 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

The Authority disagrees that impacts and mitigation measures were 
not properly investigated.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of a first-tier, programmatic environmental review 
process examining the impacts of 21 network alternatives at a broad 
level of detail. 

I063-3 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 
environment.  The Final Program EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, 
the Final Program EIR discloses that regardless of alternative 
selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, 
though the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  Accordingly, a change in the alternative selected would 

reduce or eliminate impacts to views along a particular alignment but 
would not eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

The Authority disagrees with the comment that an alternative route 
or project modification is required to avoid public safety dangers.  
Chapter 1 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR addresses safety for 
major modes of transportation.  The evidence shows that the fully 
grade separated HST systems in Europe and Japan have the lowest 
fatality rates (0 fatalities) of all modes.  The HST project under 
consideration in the Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR includes 
grade separations that will eliminate existing at-grade crossings of 
rail and local traffic.  The HST project is therefore anticipated to 
improve safety for pedestrians, automobiles, commuter rail, and 
freight rail compared to existing conditions. 

I063-4 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I063-5 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I064 (John Selig, April 2, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I064 (John Selig, April 2, 2010) 

I064-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.   See Standard Response 7. 

I064-2 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I064-3 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 

considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I065 (Curt Lockton, April 1, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I065 (Curt Lockton, April 1, 2010) 

I065-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.   See Standard Response 7. 

I065-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I065-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I065-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I065-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I065-6 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 

investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I066 (Jamie Lockton, April 2, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I066 (Jamie Lockton, April 2, 2010) 

I066-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.   See Standard Response 7. 

I066-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I066-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I066-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I066-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5.   

I066-6 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 

impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.  
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Comment Letter I067 (Donna Black, April 3, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I067 (Donna Black, April 3, 2010) 

I067-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively. See Standard Response 7.  

I067-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 

deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 
therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I067-3 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I067-4 
 The FRA does have noise and vibration criteria that applies to 
schools in their “High-Speed Ground Transportation Noise and 
Vibration Impact Assessment Report” October 2005.  This criteria will 
be used to assess the possible effects of the HST operations on all 
schools along the Peninsula.  Construction noise and vibration at 
schools would also be assessed based on both FRA and local noise 
ordinance limits. 
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Comment Letter I068 (Jaime Garcia, April 18, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I068 (Jaime Garcia, April 18, 2010) 

I068-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.   See Standard Response 7. 

I068-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I068-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I068-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I068-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I068-6 
See Standard Responses 3 and 6.  The 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material addresses those topics identified in the final judgment 
for the Town of Atherton litigation as requiring corrective work under 
CEQA.  Hazardous materials and wastes was not one of those topics.  
Please see Section 3.11 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  More 
detailed information and analysis on potential hazardous 
materials/waste impacts and mitigation measures including those 
related to arsenic and naturally occurring asbestos will be included in 
project-level environmental documents. 

I068-7 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I069 (Russel Flores, April 18, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I069 (Russel Flores, April 18, 2010) 

I069-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.  See Standard Response 7.   

I069-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I069-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I069-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I069-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I069-6 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority has sought to utilize 
existing transportation corridors to the greatest extent feasible to 
minimize environmental impacts.  Aligning the HST system with 
existing transportation corridors also presents opportunities to 
minimize the need for private property acquisitions in some areas.  
Specific property that may be necessary to implement a particular 
project level alignment alternative will be addressed during the 
project-level environmental process. 
 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 

EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  
 
Additional site-specific analysis of potential air quality and hazardous 
materials impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs. 

I069-7 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
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carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 

terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I070 (William R. Slocum, April 15, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I070 (William R. Slocum, April 15, 2010) 

I070-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.  See Standard Response 7.  

I070-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I070-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I070-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I070-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I070-6 
The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 

alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   

I070-7 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
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Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I071 (Linda Lara, April 13, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I071 (Linda Lara, April 13, 2010) 

I071-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.  See Standard Response 7.    

I071-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I071-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I071-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I071-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I071-6 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 

impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I072 (Robert Ross, April 12, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I072 (Robert Ross, April 12, 2010) 

I072-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.  See Standard Response 7.    

I072-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I072-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I072-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I072-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I072-6 
Comment acknowledged.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified 
that the HST project would result in significant impacts to the 
physical environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in the 
EIR each involve adverse environmental impacts, along with 
substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In 
addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, 
significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though 
the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  

I072-7 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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I072-8 
The Authority disagrees that the Peninsula cities did not have the 
ability to participate in the environmental process.  The 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics identified 
in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as requiring 
corrective work under CEQA.  Outreach was not one of those topics. 
Please see Chapter 10, Public and Agency Involvement, in the 2008 
Final Program EIR. The scoping activities for the Bay Area to Central 
Valley HST Draft Program EIR/EIS were conducted between 
November 15 and December 16, 2005 and included meetings in San 
Jose, San Francisco and four other cities.  The Authority held a total 
of eight public hearings, including in Oakland and San Francisco to 
present the Draft Program EIR/EIS and to receive public comments 
between August 23, 2007 and September 26, 2007. 

The Authority has endeavored to provide the broadest possible 
notice of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Notification 
was provided in 8 newspapers including the San Francisco Examiner 
and San Jose Mercury News.  A Notice of Availability and Notice of a 
Public Meeting postcard was further distributed to over 50,000 
individuals identified as part of on-going project-level engineering 
and environmental studies.  The Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
and a Notice of Availability and of a Public Meetings was also made 
available to 16 libraries for public viewing.  Two public meetings 
were held on April 7, 2010 in San Jose on the Revised Draft Program 
EIR. Both of these meetings did not end until everyone had the 
ability to speak.   If the Authority proceeds with a network 
alternative that involves San Mateo at the project level, the Authority 
will continue its efforts at public outreach in the  area.      
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Comment Letter I073 (Jorge Padilla, April 19, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I073 (Jorge Padilla, April 19, 2010) 

I073-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 

Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.  See Standard Response 7.    

I073-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 
therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 

areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I073-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
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alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I073-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I073-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I073-6 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority has sought to utilize 
existing transportation corridors to the greatest extent feasible to 
minimize environmental impacts.  Aligning the HST system with 
existing transportation corridors also presents opportunities to 
minimize the need for private property acquisitions in some areas.  
Specific property that may be necessary to implement a particular 
project level alignment alternative will be addressed during the 
project-level environmental process. 
 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 

the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  
 
Additional site-specific analysis of potential air quality, noise, 
vibration, and hazardous materials impacts will be conducted for the 
project-level EIR/EISs. 

I073-7 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
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The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I074 (Davide Ramirez, April 21, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I074 (Davide Ramirez, April 21, 2010) 

I074-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.  See Standard Response 7.    

I074-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I074-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I074-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I074-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I074-6 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority has sought to utilize 
existing transportation corridors to the greatest extent feasible to 
minimize environmental impacts.  Aligning the HST system with 
existing transportation corridors also presents opportunities to 
minimize the need for private property acquisitions in some areas.  
Specific property that may be necessary to implement a particular 
project level alignment alternative will be addressed during the 
project-level environmental process. 
 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 

EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  
 
Additional site-specific analysis of potential air quality, noise, 
vibration, and hazardous materials impacts will be conducted for the 
project-level EIR/EISs. 

I074-7 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
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The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I075 (Carmen Cortez, April 20, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I075 (Carmen Cortez, April 20, 2010) 

I075-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.  See Standard Response 7.    

I075-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I075-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I075-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I075-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I075-6 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority has sought to utilize 
existing transportation corridors to the greatest extent feasible to 
minimize environmental impacts.  Aligning the HST system with 
existing transportation corridors also presents opportunities to 
minimize the need for private property acquisitions in some areas.  
Specific property that may be necessary to implement a particular 
project level alignment alternative will be addressed during the 
project-level environmental process. 
 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 

EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  
 
Additional site-specific analysis of potential air quality and hazardous 
materials impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs. 

I075-7 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
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carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I076 (Cheryl Dean, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I076 (Cheryl Dean, April 25, 2010) 

I076-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.  See Standard Response 7.    

I076-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I076-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I076-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I076-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I076-6 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 
 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  
 

Additional site-specific analysis of potential noise and business 
impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs. 

I076-7 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 

The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I077 (Cheryl Dean, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I077 (Cheryl Dean, April 22, 2010) 

I077-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.   See Standard Response 7. 

I077-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I077-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I077-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I077-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I077-6 
See Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of CEQA to 
address quality of life issues. 

I077-7 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 

Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I078 (John A. Brooks, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I078 (John A. Brooks, April 22, 2010) 

I078-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.   See Standard Response 7. 

I078-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I078-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I078-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I078-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I078-6 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 

impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.  
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Comment Letter I079 (Thomas Burns, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I079 (Thomas Burns, April 22, 2010) 

I079-1 
The Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors, 
like the Caltrain corridor, to the greatest extent feasible to minimize 
environmental impacts.  However, the March 2010 Revised Draft EIR 
Material identified that some limited right-of-way acquisition would 
be required along the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and 
San Jose in some narrow areas.  The Authority Board committed in 
July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize 
potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade 
between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Specific property that may be 
necessary to implement a particular project level alignment 
alternative will be addressed during the project-level environmental 
process. 
 
Eminent domain is the inherent power of the government to acquire 
private property for public use. The owners of such private property 
shall not be deprived of their property without just compensation as 
provided in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 
States Constitution and Article I of the California Constitution.  Any 
property acquisition and relocation will be required to comply with 
the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 as amended and Title 
VI and Title VIII of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1968, 
respectively.   See Standard Response 7. 

I079-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 

therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I079-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
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addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I079-4 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I079-5 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I079-6 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  
 
See Standard Response 3 regarding the level of detail for impacts 
analysis and mitigation, and Standard Response 2 regarding the 
tiered planning and EIR processes. 

 
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website. 

I079-7 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
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The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I080 (Brian Barron, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I080 (Brian Barron, April 25, 2010) 

I080-1 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 
therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I080-2 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 

guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I080-3 
See Response to Comment I040-4 regarding noise and vibration.   

I080-4 
See Response to Comment I040-5. 

I080-5 
See Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of CEQA to 
address quality of life issues and potential project impacts on 
residential property values. 
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I080-6 
The proposed alignment along the Caltrain corridor between San 
Francisco and San Jose is approximately 50 linear miles.  It is not 
considered feasible or practicable to have a tunnel for this distance.  
Nevertheless, the Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 
 
The commenter states that the HST should consider terminate in 
San Jose. The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs 
did evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not 
travel up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   

I080-7 
See Standard Response 10. 
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Comment Letter I081 (Alison_Millwood, March 8, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I081 (Alison Millwood, March 8, 2010) 

I081-1 
The  need to use the Monterey Highway corridor originated because 
UPRR has a very narrow right-of-way in this area and has stated its 
unwillingness to allow use of its right-of-way. The proposal to reduce 
Monterey Highway from six to four lanes for the purpose of 
accommodating the proposed HST project is supported by both the 
City of San Jose and Caltrans. Detailed traffic analysis at the project-
level EIR/EIS will evaluate the potential impacts due to reduction in 
lanes of Monterey Highway. Future traffic operations on Monterey 
Highway and any other affected roadways will be evaluated to 
determine the potential traffic impacts due to the proposed 
modification of the highway.  Feasible mitigation measures will also 
be discussed at the project-level. 

I081-2 
We acknowledge the comment expressing concern about 
derailments.  Safety is of utmost concern to the Authority and the 
high-speed train system is being designed to comply with all 
applicable safety standards.  As explained in the 2008 Final Program 
EIR, international experience with high-speed train systems 
demonstrates that they are one of the safest travel modes world 
wide.   

I081-3 
Permanent potential traffic impacts will be only near the proposed 
station areas or at road closures, which are anticipated to be few in 
number. All other locations will have only temporary construction 
impacts, if any. Detailed information and analysis of permanent and 
temporary potential traffic impacts due to the proposed HST project 
and feasible mitigation strategies will be included in project-level 
EIR/EISs. Potential changes in traffic volumes on regional roadways 
that result from HST section construction and effect of changed 
traffic volumes on operations of roadways and critical intersections 
will be analyzed in the project-level traffic impact analysis study. 
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Comment Letter I082 (Chris Davis, March 12, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I082 (Chris Davis, March 12, 2010) 

I082-1 
If a network alternative is selected to San Jose, an 87-280 
alternative alignment will be included in an alternatives analysis 
process as part of a project-level EIR/EIS. 
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Comment Letter I083 (Ken Eklund, April 7, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I083 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I083 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I083 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I083 (Ken Eklund, April 7, 2010) 

I083-1 
The Authority appreciates the comment.  The Authority Board 
committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid 
and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and 
at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 
program decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives 
has been carried forward into the project level alternatives 
screening.  The Authority will consider the comment as part of the 
project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I083-2 
See Response to Comment I083 – 1. 
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Comment Letter I084 (Julie Hardin, March 6, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I084 (Julie Hardin, March 6, 2010) 

I084-1 
The  need to use the Monterey Highway corridor originated because 
UPRR has stated its unwillingness to allow use of its right-of-way. 
The proposal to reduce Monterey Highway from six to four lanes for 
the purpose of accommodating the proposed HST project is 
supported by both the City of San Jose and Caltrans. Detailed traffic 
analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the potential 
impacts due to reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway. Future 
traffic operations on Monterey Highway and any other affected 
roadways will be evaluated to determine the potential traffic impacts 
due to the proposed modification of the highway.  Feasible 
mitigation measures will also be discussed at the project-level. 
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Comment Letter I085 (William R. Hough, April 24, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I085 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I085 (William R. Hough, April 24, 2010) 

I085-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts 
than previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  

I085-2 
The Altamont Corridor was evaluated in the 2008 Final Program EIR 
and was identified as having great potential for Regional Rail 
passenger service.  Currently, the Authority is pursuing a “regional 
joint-use” project in Altamont Corridor with support from local and 
regional partners.  The project will serve a different Purpose and 
Need from the HST system serving the Northern California regional 
market.  Per the Metropolitan Transportation Commission Regional 
Rail Plan, Altamont Corridor is a complement to both the regional 
network as well as the statewide HST network.   

The Authority is working with regional rail partners for this work, 
including: (1) Alameda County Congestion Management Agency, (2) 
Altamont Commuter Express (ACE), (3) BART, (4) Caltrain, (5) 
Capitol Corridor, (6) California Partnership for the San Joaquin 
Valley, (7) Metropolitan Transportation Commission, (8) San Joaquin 
Council of Governments, (9) Tri Valley Policy Advisory Committee. 

The key goals and objectives of this work are: 

 Providing a regional rail improvement linking the northern San 
Joaquin Valley with the Bay Area 

 Improving ACE service (operating between Stockton and San 
Jose) 

 Providing connectivity and accessibility to Oakland and Oakland 
International Airport 

 Connecting to northern California HST lines and accommodate 
compatible light weight train sets serving regional destinations 

 The Authority disagrees that alternatives were rejected in a 
cursory manner, and that the Program EIR evaluation and 
justifications for the preferred alternative were insufficient.   
Please see Standard Response 10 regarding Alternatives. 

Authority staff believe this Revised Final Program EIR Material 
provides sufficient information for the Authority board to make a 
decision of a preferred route from the Bay Area to the Central Valley. 

I085-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

I085-4 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding level of detail for impacts 
analysis and mitigation.  Please see Standard Response 10 regarding 
alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I086 (Cynthia D’Agosta, April 23, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I086 - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals 

 
  Page 16-264

 

Response to Letter I086 (Cynthia D’Agosta, April 23, 2010) 

I086-1 
See Standard Responses 9 and 10.   

I086-2 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material is specifically intended to 
address the final judgment in the Town of Atherton litigation.  The 
judgment required the Authority to recirculate the EIR with a revised 
discussion clarifying the location of HST track between San Jose and 
Gilory, impacts on surrounding businesses and residences, 
construction impacts on Monterey Highway and impacts on UPRR 
use of it's right-of-way and it's spurs.  Chapter 2 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material clarifies that the alignment would be adjacent 
to UPRR right-of-way, and not within UPRR right-of-way.  Chapter 2 
also includes a revised land use, traffic, aesthetics and visual quality, 
and cultural resources analyses in light of the clarified HST track 
location.  Chapter 3 of the Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
discusses the potential need for additional property if UPRR right-of-
way cannot be used for the HST system.  Chapter 3 notes that San 
Francisco to San Jose is unique because the right-of-way is owned 
by Caltrain rather than UPRR.  Also see Standard Responses 2 and 
3.\ 

I086-3 
Chapter 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: San Jose to Gilroy, in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material and Chapter 3.7 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR discus the analysis of land use impacts.  To 
determine potential property impacts, the land uses within 50 ft of 
either side of the existing corridor or within 50 ft of both sides of the 
centerline for new HST alignments were characterized by type and 
density of development. The study area for land use compatibility, 
communities and neighborhoods, and environmental justice is 0.25-
mile on either side of the centerline of the rail and highway corridors 
included in the alignment alternatives and the same distance around 
station location options and other potential HST-related facilities.  
This is the extent of area where the alignment alternative might 

result in changes to land use; the type, density, or patterns of 
development; or socioeconomic conditions.  For the property impacts 
analysis, the study area is narrower as noted above o better 
represent the properties most likely to be affected by the 
improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As noted in Chapter 3 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study area widths were 
used for noise/vibration, biological resources and wetlands, cultural 
resources, visual, and parks and recreation.   

I086-4 
Impacts to aesthetics and visual resources are discussed in Chapter 
3.9 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Chapter 3.9 identified potential 
visual impacts of the HST including catenary, soundwalls, fencing, 
electrical substations, overcrossings, bridges, tunnel portals, walls, 
stations, and support facilities.  As noted in Chapter 3.9, the 
Authority is committed to working with local agencies and 
communities during subsequent project-level environmental review 
to develop systemwide design elements that draw from the best 
practices worldwide and work at the project-level of design and 
analysis to develop context-sensitive aesthetic designs and 
treatments for HST infrastructure.  Visual impacts will also be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.   

I086-5 
Visual impacts related to elevated structures and soundwalls were 
evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Shadow impacts were also identified in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as an issue to be analyzed at the 
project level.  Visual impacts will also be further examined in detail 
at the project level because they are a product of the HST system 
design, and the detail necessary to identify the presence of the 
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impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can only be done at 
the project level. 

I086-6 
Visual impacts related to vehicle and pedestrian overcrossings and 
undercrossings were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapters 2.4 and 4.1 of 
the Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Visual impacts will also be 
further examined in detail at the project level because they are a 
product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 
identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level. 

I086-7 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of farmland 
impacts as included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR, however, 
because that analysis already considered land beneath a road or 
railroad right-of-way as potential farmland, as defined by the 
California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program.  The placement of HST tracks adjacent to the 
UPRR right-of-way does not increase the level of impact.  The 
mitigation strategies included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR 
include permanent protection for farmlands by securing easements 
or participating in mitigation banks, and coordination with local, 
state, federal, and private farmland protection programs.  These 
strategies will be considered by the Authority for inclusion in a 
programmatic mitigation monitoring and reporting program, and for 
refining and applying in the project-level EIR/EISs as more detailed 
information becomes available.   

I086-8 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail. The data for biological resources and 
wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the appropriate level 
for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer to Chapter 8 of 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and Chapter 7 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR that discuss the relative environmental impact 
differences between preferred Pacheco Pass network alternative and 
the most promising Altamont Pass network alternative.  Based on 
this information, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
concurred that the Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San 
Francisco via San Jose was the corridor most likely to contain the 
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 
2008.    

I086-9 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Impacts to wildlife movement were considered 
in Chapter 3.15 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR. 
 
Mitigation strategies to minimize impacts on sensitive species and 
habitat and wildlife movement corridors are included in the 2008 
Final Program EIR.  These include the following:  

 Construct wildlife underpasses, bridges, and/or large culverts to 
facilitate known wildlife movement corridors. 

 Ensure that wildlife crossings are of a design, shape, and size to 
be sufficiently attractive to encourage wildlife use. 

 Provide appropriate vegetation to wildlife overcrossings and 
undercrossings to afford cover and other species requirements. 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals 

 
  Page 16-266

 

 Establish functional corridors to provide connectivity to protected 
land zoned for uses that provide wildlife permeability. 

 Design protective measures for wildlife movement corridors in 
consultation with resource agencies. 

 Use aerial structures or tunnels to allow for unhindered crossing 
by wildlife. 

I086-10 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources impacts 
were not identified as requiring further work.  Like the original Bay 
Area to Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material 
involves a programmatic level of detail. The data for biological 
resources and wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the 
appropriate level for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer 
to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in Chapter 
8 of the Final Program EIR, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers concurred with this level of information to identify the 
Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San Francisco via San Jose 
was the corridor most likely to contain the Least Environmentally 
Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 2008.  The Superior 
Court in the Town of Atherton case concluded that the level of detail 
was adequate for a Program EIR.    

I086-11 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The biological analysis was based on the thresholds 
and criteria set in CEQA Appendix G.  Impacts on nonsensitive 
species and habitats were not considered a criterion to base 
decisions of identifying a preferred alternative.  Methods of impact 
evaluation for the project were developed with input from both state 
and federal resource agencies.  Additional detailed information 

regarding potentially affected species will be provided in the 
subsequent project-level environmental evaluation and 
documentation.  This information will include species descriptions, 
distribution, seasonal activity, range, reproduction, habitat 
characteristics, population status, threats, conservation status, and a 
detailed evaluation of effects of the project and proposed mitigation. 

I086-12 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The analysis in Chapter 3.15 also identifies the need 
for field reconnaissance–level surveys to be conducted as part of the 
future Tier 2 project-level environmental analysis.  These future 
surveys will determine specific habitat conditions and impacts along 
the entire preferred HST network alternative and surrounding areas.  
Impacts on nonsensitive species and habitats were not considered a 
criterion to base decisions of identifying a preferred alternative.  
Methods of impact evaluation for the project were developed with 
input from both state and federal resource agencies.  Additional 
detailed information regarding potentially affected species will be 
provided in the subsequent project-level environmental evaluation 
and documentation.  This information will include species 
descriptions, distribution, seasonal activity, range, reproduction, 
habitat characteristics, population status, threats, conservation 
status, and a detailed evaluation of effects of the project and 
proposed mitigation.This detailed analysis will also identify 
specifically where there are construction and operation impacts, 
including noise, vibration, and potential pollution concerns, on critical 
wildlife corridors, wetlands, sensitive habitat, and special-status 
species.  At the project level, alignments would be further designed 
to avoid or minimize potential impacts.  Mitigation strategies 
identified at the program level will be refined and applied at the 
project level to mitigate significant impacts.  The Authority will 
continue coordination with all agencies and organizations involved to 
identify specific issues and develop solutions that avoid, minimize, 
and mitigate potential biological impacts. 
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I086-13 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of biological 
resources and wetland impacts as included in the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR, however, because the study area as discussed in the 
2008 Final Program EIR extended out 1,000 ft in urban areas and 
0.25 mile in rural areas on each side of the alignment.  The impacts 
analysis in the 2008 Final Program EIR, therefore remains valid.   
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Comment Letter I087 (Bob Jansen, April 5, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I087 (Bob Jansen, April 5, 2010) 

I087-1 
Detailed traffic analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the 
impacts due to reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway on traffic, 
circulation, parking and pedestrian and bicycle facilities if a Pacheco 
alignment is selected.  Feasible mitigation measures will also be 
discussed at the project-level. The results of the analysis will be 
documented in a Traffic, Transit, Circulation and Parking Report.  
Detailed traffic analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the 
impacts due to reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway. Future 
traffic operations on Monterey Highway and any other affected 
roadways will be evaluated to determine the potential traffic impacts 
due to the proposed modification of the highway.  Given that the 
HST alignment in this area did not change but rather was more 
clearly defined in the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material the 
noise evaluation did not change from the 2008 Final Program EIR  
Mitigation strategies for noise are provided in Section 3.4.5 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR.  See also Standard Responses 3, 5, and 6. 

I087-2 
See Standard Response 3.  
 
More detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration 
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I087-3 
Comment noted. The  need to use the Monterey Highway corridor 
originated because UPRR has stated its unwillingness to allow use of 
its right-of-way. The proposal to reduce Monterey Highway from six 
to four lanes for the purpose of accommodating the proposed HST 
project is supported by both the City of San Jose and Caltrans. 
Detailed traffic analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the 
potential impacts due to reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway. 
Future traffic operations on Monterey Highway and  any other 
affected roadways  will be evaluated to determine the potential 
traffic impacts due to the proposed modification of the highway. 
Potential for traffic congestion to change or disrupt access or 
circulation of emergency vehicles will also be evaluated.   

I087-4 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I087-5 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I088 (Carlos Martinez, March 5, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I088 (Carlos Martinez, March 5, 2010) 

I088-1 
Because this is a program-level document, the analysis considered 
the potential for property impacts on a broad scale.  Potential 
project-level impacts on property will be addressed at the project-
level.  See also Standard Responses 3 and 6. 
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Comment Letter I089 (Son T. Nguyen, March 7, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I089 (Son T. Nguyen, March 7, 2010) 

I089-1 
Comment noted. The  need to use the Monterey Highway corridor 
originated because UPRR has stated its unwillingness to allow use of 
its right-of-way. The proposal to reduce Monterey Highway from six 
to four lanes for the purpose of accommodating the proposed HST 
project is supported by both the City of San Jose and Caltrans. 
Detailed traffic analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the 
impacts due to reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway. Future 
traffic operations on Monterey Highway and any other affected 
roadways will be evaluated to determine the potential traffic impacts 
due to the proposed modification of the highway. Potential for traffic 
congestion to change or disrupt access or circulation of emergency 
vehicles will also be evaluated.   
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Comment Letter I090 (Allison Baerin, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I090 (Allison Baerin, April 14, 2010) 

I090-1 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

I090-2 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals 

 
  Page 16-276

 

Comment Letter I091 (Ruben and Sara Chavez, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I091 (Ruben and Sara Chavez, April 14, 2010) 

I091-1 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

I091-2 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals 

 
  Page 16-278

 

Comment Letter I092 (Mary Craig, April 14, 2010) 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR Response to Comments from Individuals 

 
  Page 16-279

 

Response to Letter I092 (Mary Craig, April 14, 2010) 

I092-1 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

I092-2 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 
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Comment Letter I093 (Christina Harper, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I093 (Christina Harper, April 14, 2010) 

I093-1 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

I093-2 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 
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Comment Letter I094 (R. E. MacCrisken, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I094 (R. E. MacCrisken, April 14, 2010) 

I094-1 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

I094-2 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 
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Comment Letter I095 (Katy McCleary, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I095 (Katy McCleary, April 14, 2010) 

I095-1 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

I095-2 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 
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Comment Letter I096 (Stephanie Neal, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I096 (Stephanie Neal, April 14, 2010) 

I096-1 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

I096-2 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 
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Comment Letter I097 (Laura Newman, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I097 (Laura Newman, April 14, 2010) 

I097-1 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

I097-2 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 
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Comment Letter I098 (Klaudia Ocano, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I098 (Klaudia Ocano, April 14, 2010) 

I098-1 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

I098-2 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 
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Comment Letter I099 (Nathalie Otala, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I099 (Nathalie Otala, April 14, 2010) 

I099-1 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

I099-2 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 
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Comment Letter I100 (Deirdre B. McGaffey, April 15, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I100 (Deirdre B. McGaffey, April 15, 2010) 

I100-1 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

I100-2 
Comment acknowledged.  As a result of CEQA and NEPA scoping for 
a the project-level EIR/EIS for the area between San Jose and 
Merced, the Authority has received comments suggesting an 
alternative south of San Jose along the I-280 and SR-87 to avoid 
impacts to the North Willow Glen neighborhood.  The Authority and 
the FRA are examining such a suggested alternative as part of its 
preliminary alternatives screening within the project-level EIR 
process. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  
 

 

 




